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®0  % Honorable  % Swat*  of  % Commontaltji  of  IJwitsnlbania,  in  Central  ^sscmbla  nut: 


The  undersigned,  on  the  part  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of  Philadelphia,  now  absent  from  his  Diocese,  respectfully  remonstrates 
against  the  passage,  by  the  Senate,  of  the  sixth  section  of  an  Act,  entitled,  “ An  Act  relating  to  Corporations,  and  to  estates  held  for 

Corporate  Religious  and  Charitable  uses,”  the  Act  being  No. on  the  File  of  the  Senate,  and  introduced  by  m place, 

January  17th,  1855.  The  sixth  section  of  this  Act,  according  to  the  apprehension  of  the  undersigned,  materially  with  the 

Catholic  Citizens  of  this  Diocese  and  of  the  State,  in  regulation,  ordering  and  management  of  their  Church  affairs  ; tins’ too,  in  a 

manner  it  is  submitted,  injurious  to  their  interests,  and  to  a degree,  subversive  of  their  rights. 

It  is  admitted,  that  the  Lay  Trustee’s  system  of  Church  Government  generally  prevails  in  Protestant  Congregations  ; the  contrary 
of  this  is  true,  as  regards  the  Catholic. Congregations  of  this  Diocese,  composed  as  they  are,  of  persons  of  various  nations,  and  never 
agreeing  amongst  themselves  in  the  temporal  concerns  of  their  Church.  The  sixth  section  of  this  Act,  therefore,  would  appear  to  have  for  its 
object,  to  force  the  Catholics  of  the  State  into  the  adoption  of  a system  of  Church  Management,  of  which  they  themselves  do  not  approve ; 
of  the  twenty-two  Catholic  Churches  in  the  City  of  Philadelphia,  only  two  or  three  have  been  governed  or  managed  by  Lay  Trustees, 
and  in  the  majority  of  these  instances  of  its  adoption,  the  system  has  but  led  to  fatal  dissensions  and  consequent  scandal  and  disgrace ; 
on  the  contrary,  where  there  have  been  no  Lay  Trustees,  and  where  the  management  has  vested  with  the  Clergyman  in  charge,  under  the 

t j i * A — 

supervision  of  the  Bishop,  peace  and  harmony  have  invariably  prevailed.  Hoping  that  it  may  not  appear  invidious,  the  undersigned 
respectfully  submits,  that  there  may  not  perhaps  be  the  same  necessity  in  Catholic  Congregations  for  the  appointment  of  Trustees  of  Lay- 
Members,  as  in  those  of  other  Denominations.  Catholic  Clergymen  have  no  families;  they  always  reside  at  or  near  the  Church  of  which 
they  are  the  Pastors,  and  devote  their  whole  time  and  attention  to  the  duties  of  their  charge  ; and  even  where  there  arc  Liy  Trustees,  the 
Clergyman  has  usually  to  do  the  work;  and  if  his  Church  is  in  debt,  has  to  collect  the  funds  necessary  to  liquidate  such  indebtedness, 
for,  if  the  funds  necessary  to  build  Catholic  Churches,  or  to  free  those  built  from  debt,  had  to  be  collected  by  Lay  Trustees,  there  would 
v beMew  such  Churches  built,  and  thpse.in  all  probability  would  remain  a long  time  heavily  encumbered.  Thus  it  is,  that  the  Catholic 
Pastor  is  regarded  by  his  Congregation  as  the  person  best  fitted  to  have  charge,  under  the  supervision  of  the  Bishop,  of  the  management 
of  the  affairs  of  the  Church  entrusted,  to  his  care,  it  is  his  sole  business  to  attend  to  the  spiritual  and  temporal  affairs  of  his  Church. 
Trpstees  usually  attend  to  Church  duties  in  such  time  as  they  can  spare,  after  they  have  attended  to  their  own  business,  and  not  before. 

The  undersigned  would  now  .ask  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  to  the  Act  of  Assembly,  under  whieh  alone,  Roman  Catholic  Bishops 
in  this  State,  and  their  successors,  can  hold  Church  property — It  is  the  Act  of  the  28th  of  February,  18  44,  Pamphlet  Laws,  page  62 — 
and  for  the  Convenience  of  reference,, a copy  thereof  is  hereto  annexed.  Now,  by  this  Act  it  will  be  seen,  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
' * * "L'~  nr  of  Pittsburg  and  their  successors,  can  hold  Church  property,  only,  as  Naked  Trustees,  without  power  to  sell  or 

onk  in  some  Smm  congregation  of  Roman  Catholics ; or  for  the  support,  aid  or  maintenance  of 

spqie  Hospital,  AlmgHQ.use,.^  such  BisLops  merely  hold  the  legal  title  in  such  property  for  them  and  their  successors,  rfr  the 

use  of  such  Congregation,  «fec.,  without  any  power  whatever,  to  dispose  of  the  same;  and  this  is  fully  exemplified  by  the  fact,  that  when 
the  Bishop  of  this  Diocese,  a short  time,  since,  desired  to  borrow  money  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  debts,  &c.  of  a certain  Church  at  Lan- 
CaSter’  and  glve  a m°rtgage  the^n  security,  it  was  first  necessary  that  he  should  apply  to  the  Legislature  of  this  State  for  the  power 
to  do  so.  It  will  be  seen  that  an  Act  for  the  purpose  stated,  was  passed  at  the  last  session  of  the  Legislature,  which  may  be  found  in  the 
Pamphlet  Laws  of  1854,  page  540. . .The  undersigned,  therefore  submits,  that  there  is  nothing  to  be  feared  from  the  power  which  can  be 
exercised  by  Roman  Catholic  Bishops  in  this  State,  over  Church  property.  The  Act  first  above  recited,  has  been  found  safe  and  convenient 
in  practice,  and  it  is  therefore  hoped, Jhat  it  may  be  allowed  to  remain  in  force,  and  not  be  repealed,  as  it  would  be,  by  the  passage  of 
the  sixth  section  of  the  Act  alluded  to,  now  before  the  Senate.  When  a conveyance,  &c.,  is  now  made,  for  instance,  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
Bishop  of  Philadelphia,  and  his  successors  in  office,  in  trust  for  the  use  of  a certain  Congregation,  it  is  not  necessary  to  pay  any  further 
attention  to  the  title;  the  Bishop  to  whom  the  property  was  conveyed,  &c.,  may  die  or  be  removed,  no  will  or  deed  is  n-cessarv  the 

t Sillh  — «f  be 

cunty  in  the  transmission  of  the  titles  to  Church  propeity.  The  undersigned  Jn  ^ ^ ^ t0  lnconyenieuce  an'!  inse- 

also  be  in  the  memory  of  some  of  the  Honorable  Senators,  that  occurred  not  ve  1 * C0DneCtl°n;  recolIe<*s  a case  in  point,  which  may 
of  a certain  Catholic  Bishop,  claimed  after  his  decease,  in  their  own  right  a cert-  ^C  ^ WherG  40  * in  his  wiII>  the  heirs 
him  in  his  life  time,  in  trust  for  the  foie  use  of  a certain  Relfoious  Con^r'  f wluch  was  alIeged  to  have  been  held  by 

Courts.  This  with  ordinary  care,  could  not  have  occu^d  un^r  thl  ^ ^ ^ a * our 

- rr  •—  - *.  - ^ 

Section  «.  That  nil  gift,,  grants,  deed.,  wills  and  otto  T”’’  ,** 

within  this  ConunenwinUth  have  been  or  hereafter  may  be  given,  devised  or  granted,  L in  an«Te„n  ’ TZ ""  * 
whatever  unto  any  person  by  the  name  style  and  title  of  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of  Philadelphia  a „d  h'  P<,rS°“  * Frs0ns 

Bishop  of  Pittsburg  and  -his  successors,  upon  the  trust  express  or  imnlied  ! t u m . ‘S  s"ccessorsi  ” Boman  Catholic 

of  an.  Religious  Congregation  of  Roman  Catholics,  or  for  the  support  aid  or  m’  ' T™  ““  “““  ‘hC  “ anJ  bencfit 
Sehoo,,  Asylum,  Church,  Parsonage,  pother  Relight  or  Chari  Z T ^ 

to  be  good,  sufficient  and  effectual  in  law  to  vest  the  legal  Title  or  Estate  in  fee  simple  f ”a"h;  are  b.e«h,  command  declared 
other  property  in  such  grantee  or  devisee,  being  at  the  time  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of  PhiladCpMa"  ” P ,,  b . Z *“ 
shall  be  in  future  the  successors  of  tie  same  as  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of  Philadelphia  and  P h " P‘tt^e,  *nd  in  such 
persons  whatever;  Provided  however,;. That  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  t 1 8 foiever,  and  in  no  other  person  or 

Bishops  or  their  aueessor,  the  right  te  hold  Real  Estate  in  trust  t “ny TT * *°  said  Roman  Catholic 

purposes,  as  provided  for  by  the  above  Act;  And  provided  furthe, • That  ’*f  \ 7 EdiPons  and  Literary 

shall  have  , te  sell  and  convey,  or  ^ " ** 

havmg  been  first  au.horired  and  empowered  to  do  so  by  a special  Act  of  the  LemslaC  ' “ ‘rUS‘  “ 

And  as  in  duty  bound  he  will  ever  pray  4c-  ° 


ments  and 
persons  as 


Philadelphia,  Jan.  27,  1855’. 


Signed, 


ED\\”D  j.  sourin, 


i 
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| *Ue  i'epal  Powers  in  an  American  l.ight — A of  our  churches;  we  will  not  pay  it.  Yet  we 

Catholic  Critic  on  Chandler’s  Speech.  jm°st  obedient  Pnptist.”  And  again:  “If  tbe 
We  copy  tbe  following  interesting  article  from  B°Pe  were  to  decline  war  against  America,  arid  any 

|Roman  Catholic,  under  the  pretext  of  spiritua. 
! obedience,  was  to  refuse  to  oppose  this  tempora 


to 


aggressor,  he  would  deserve  to  be  punished  fo  hi  s 


the  Dublin  (Roman  Catholic)  Tablet: — 

) Tbe  Know  Nothing  sect  in  America  seems 

| bare  scattered  dismay  among  the  Christians  of  refu8(l|  b be  owes  tMd  coun,  ,0  mili[llain 

the  great  republic.  Mr.  Chandler  a respected  jts  ri  ht  d ;ritual  does  notf  and  cannot, 

imunber  of  Congress,  has  beep  urged  by  his  friends  destr°  » P Government  has  upon 


him. 


;to  defend  tbe  Church  in  tbe  House  of  Representa- 
tives, and  he  has  done  so.  Oil  the  11th  of  Janu- 
ary, his  fellow-representatives  seem  to  have  list- 
ened very  respectfully  to  his  exposition, which  was 
.very  elaborate,  and  from  his  point  of  view,  quite 
conclusive.  In  Europe,  however,  the  exposition  is 
likely  to  be  criticised  ; and  though  people  may  re- 
spect Mr.  Chandler,  praise  his  motives  and  inten- 
tions, they  will  hardly  agree  with  him,  supposing 
him  to  have  mastered  the  principles  involved  in  his 
speech.  It  is  not  a pleasant  task  to  repudiate  the 
help  of  a friend,  or  disown  him,  but  it  is  some- 
times a duty.  Mr.  Chandler  is  too  frank  aDd  too 
honest  not  to  concede  to  others  the  right  he  vindi- 
cates for  himself. 

Mr.  Chandler’s  theme  was  the  deposing  power 
of  the  l’opc.  lie  deuies  its  existnee  independ- 
ent of  a public  law  of  nations.  It  is  not  our  in- 
tention to  defend  that  power  at  present,  for  we 
shall  confine  ourselve  simply  to  the  examination 
of  the  reasons  which  are  supposed  to  be  fatal  tio 
its  existence.  But,  before  doing  so,  it  would  hi 
fair  to  remind  « ur  readers  that  two  Popes,  cele- 
brated, among  other  acts  noble  and  heroic,  _for 
deposing  sovereigns, are  numbered  with  the  Saicts 

—Gregory  VII  and  Pius  V.  These  Popes  did  not 
think,  nor  did  those  who  canonised  them  think, 
that  they  had  exceeded  their  powers,  or  diverted 
their  spiritual  authority,  iuto  unlawful  cha- 

nels.  , , . , 

Mr.  Chandler  says  that  “the  whole  power  ot  de- 
posing rested  upon  the  consent,  not  merely  of  ^the 
Kings  but  of  the  deposed  Piinces  themselves.” — 

If  this  be  true,  there  is  an  end  of  the  question, 
for  if  the  whole  power  rested  on  the  consent  of 
Kings  and  Princes,  their  deposition  must  have 
been  thoroughly  just,  because  volenti  non  fit  inju- 
ria and  they  were,  therefore,  very  wicked  men, 
when  they  invaded  the  Papal  States  to  punish  the 
Pope,  who  had  done  nothing  to  give  ettect  to  the 
consent  of  those  Princes.  Still  more  wreked  were 
they  who  created  an  anti-Pope  to  resie  sttke  judge 
whom  they  had  themselves  appointed. 

If  this  “whole  power”  rested  on  the  consent 
of  Kings,  it  is  clear  that  the  Papal  authority  docs 
not  enter  into  the  question,  and  that  it  might  have 
been  “dven  to  any  other  authority  or  power.  But 
it  is  very  strange  that  kings  should  ha  ve consented 
to  vest  such  power  in  any  body,  and  argues  little 
for  their  common  sense.  They  must  have  always 
been  uneasy,  and  their  uneasiness  was  the  result 
of  their  own  folly.  Mr.  Chandler  affirmsdistinct- 
ly  that  the  power  to  depose — power  humanly  con- 
ferred—was  never  called  in  question  by  the  depos 
ed  rnonarchs.  They  admitted  the  constitutional 
ri b t and  power,  though  they  may  have  called  in 
question  the  justice  of  the  act  This  assertion  is 
at  least  strange,  Frederic  Barbarossa,  and  Lewis 
of  Bavaria,  disputed  the  power  most  distinctly 
and  they  had  an  army  of  scribes,  priests  layman, 
learned,  in  the  law,  who  maintained  that  the  Pope 
had  no ’power  to  depose,  and  more,  that  there  wa." 
no  power  to  depose  other  than  God’s.  So  far  it 
I the  doctrine  of  the  deposing  power  having  been  ad 
mitted  by  the  deposed  monarch  that  they  wliolh 
denied  it,  not  merely  as  vested  in  the  Pope,  but 
as  nc'ually  subsisting  in  the  world. 

The  deposing  power  does  actually  exist  at  pres- 
ent;  is  publicly  taught  in  every  state  that  consid- 
ers ittself  free.  It  is  the  dotrine  of  Americans, 
for  they  deposed  George  III.  It  is  the  doctrine 
of  Englishmen  who  deposed  James  II.;  and  of 
Frenchmen,  for  they  have  deposed  the  dynasty 
of  Bourbons.  The  Spaniards  admit  it,  for  queen 
Isabella’s  throne  is  in  danges.  The  difference  be 
tween  the  modern  and  the  mediaeval  would  consist 
in  this;  We  vest  this  in  the  people,  our  ancestors, 
more  wisely,  in  the  Pope.  In  England  the  depos- 
ing doctrines  is  made  a law  of  the  kingdom,  to  be 
put  in  force  whenever  the  reigDiog  sovereign  pre 
fers  his  soul  to  the  sceptre.  Kings,  of  course, 
have  done  their  utmost  to  discredit  the  doctrine, 
and  they  have  gained  for  themselves,  instead  of  it, 
the  scaffold  and  the  sword.  The  divine  right  of 
certain  faxiilies  to  govern  people  according  to 
their  will  is  refuted,  not  by  argument,  but  by  ex- 
ile or  violent  death.  If  kings  prefer  this  solution 
of  tbe  difficulty  to  which  mediaeval  principles  of- 
fered, that  is  their  affair.  This,  however,  is  cer- 
tain, the  Pope  was  more  patient  and  considerate 
than  the  people  are,  and  a deposition  is  less  inju- 
rious to  society  than  a bloody  revolution.  A de- 
position docs  not  necessarily  involve  a change  ol 
dynasty,  but  in  general  revolution  does ; and  per- 
haps kings  might,  on  reflection,  prefer  to  lose  the 
crown  to  themselves  only,  to  losing  it  for  the  fam- 
ily as  well. 

A great  clamor  has  been  raised  in  the  world 
against  the  power  of  the  Pope  to  depose  wicketi 
sovereigns,  but  we  believe  that  there  would  have 
been  no  clamor  if  the  power  in  question  had  been 
vested  in  the  Bishops,  or  even  iu  Archbishops. 

Mr.  Chandler  goes  a great  deal  fnrtber—  we 
are  serry  to  refer  to  h ni  so  often— and  trenches 
on  the  real  spiritual  power  which  he  is  so  anxions 
to  guard  inviolate.  His  words  are  these  : “I  deDy 
to  the  Bishop  of  Rome  tlio  right  resulting  from  his 
divine  office,  to  interfere  in  the  relations  between 
subjects  and  their  sovereigns,  between  citizens  and 
their  governments.”  It  is  impossible  that  he  can 
mean  what  these  words  imply.  The  Pope  is  at 
this  moment  “interfering”  in  Piedmont,  defending 
one  class  of  citizens  there  against  the  government, 
and  yet  in  the  House  of  Representatives  a Christian 
denies  the  right  Governments  may  and  do  pro- 
hibit good  works,  and  the  Pope  interferes.  They 
also  encourage  and  commit  evil,  the  Pope  inter- 
feres, and  good  Christians  prefer  the  Pope’s  au- 
thority to  that  of  tbe  State-  The  Godless  Colleges 
in  Ireland,  the  Hierarchy  in  England,  the  trouble 
of  Piedmont — all  bear  witness  together  against 
this  unchristion  opinion,  which  must  have  escaped 
from  the  speaker,  who  did  not  ponder  his  words. 

It  is  to  be  remembered, however, that  Mr.  Chan 
dler  speaks  on  the  authority  of  others,  one  of  which 
s the  late  Dr.  England,  Bishop  of  Charleston. 
That  Prelate  is  reported  to  have  written:  -‘Lei 
|the  Pope  and  Cardinals,  and  all  tbe  powers  of  t*1 
atbolic  world  united,  summon  a 
et  the  council  lay  a tax  of  one  ce 


Now,  suppose  the  Government  were)to  order  a 
priest  to  fight,  would  Dr.  England  have  admitted 
the  claim,  and  thrown  the  discipline  of  the  Church 
to  the  winds?  If  the  Pope  can  forbid  a priest  to 
fight,  when  tbe  civil  government  bids  him,  there 
is  an  end  to  this  argument,  for  the  spiritual  pow- 
does  in  the  case  of  the  priest,  destroy  the  claim  of 
the  Government. 

******* 

The  old  Gillicnn-leaven,  driven  out  of  the  Old 
World,  ferments  in  the  New,  and  the  exploded  opin- 
ions of  obstinate  men  in  Europe  seems  to  have 
found  favtr  in  some  quarters  in  America.  Hu- 
manly viewed,  the  matter  is  easy  of  explanation, 
but  it  is  not  the  less  perilous — for  unsound  the- 


ories about  the  extent  of  the  Ecclesiastical  power! 


will  never  convert  heretics,  but  are  sure  to  prev 
Catholics. 

Mr  m Power  a 

| Among  the  many  appropriations  made  by  Co 
gress,  was  one  of  $25,000  to  tW  American  sculi 
:«'cr.  vv  ,am  Bowers,  for  the  execution  of  a work 
( adorn  the  Capitol.  It  is  not  known  what  pariici 
lar  shape  the  order  for  the  employment  of  Mi 
Power’s  chisel  will  take,  yet  the  following  fro. 
the  Loudon  Atkeneum,  shows  that  our  America 


artist  has  on  hand  a work  of  the  character  desire 
by  Congress.  “The  first  wnrk  Mr  I , i 1 1 X.  — L 


work  which  he  showe- 
P me’  stiU  iu  aa  unfinished  state,  is  America,  a co 
lossal  statute.  America  is  represented  by  a fenialJ 
figure,  the  expression  of  whose  face  is  diguifie, 
and  beautiful.  Thirteen  stars  form  the  coronet  c. 
her  brow.  Her  right  hand  rests  on  the  fasces 
which  are  covered  with  laurels,  indicative  of  thj 
triumph  which  always  waits  on  union.  The  lef 

hand  points  to  Heaven,  expressive  of  dependent 
on  it.” 


* 


Effects  of  >Var. 

The  losses  ot  Russia  iu  the  cuuipuign  of  1854 
are  now  officially  published.  The  amount,  exclu. 
sively  of  Cossacks,  and  of  the  array  in  Trans-fW 
cisia,  is  111,132  men,  ef  whom  29,204  are  re- 
ported as  killed  in  Turkey  and  tbe  Crimea,  26,75f 
died  in  hospitals,  53,304  wounded,  wlile  0,400  are 
put  down  as  disabled  and  missing.  Add  to  thi" 
the  2,000  prisoners  at  Bombtireund,  and  the  killed 
and  wounded  at  Kula,  and  wo  get  the  enormo  i 
t.-tal  of  111,000  men  sacrificed  in  one  year.  Tfc 
loss  of  the  allies— British,  Turks  and  the  French - 
ts  probably  equally  as  large. 
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The  Dublin  Tablet  reviews  severely,  in  a lato 
number,  Mr.  Chandler’s  speech  on  the  Pope’s 
temporal  power.  The  Tablet  is  surprised  that  a 
member  of  the  Church  Catholic  should  make  such 
ii  disclaimer,  and  then  proceeds  to  show  that  the  I 
Pope  does  exercise  temporal  power,  and  is  doing 
so  at  this  moment. 


SPEECH. 


Mr.  Chandler.  I rise  to  express  my  opinions  on  a sub- 
ject which  ought  never  to  have  been  introduced  into  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States;  but,  having  been  brought 
hither  and  discussed,  the  suggestions  of  many  friends  lead 
me  to  believe  that  it  is  my  duty  to  present,  not  merely 
my  opinions,  but  certain  facts,  in  relation  thereto. 

I propose  making  some  reply  to  the  remarks  of  the 
honorable  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Banks,] 
who  recently  addressed  the  House,  in  committee,  on  some 
of  the  prevailing  topics  of  the  day,  and  made  special  and 
inculpatory  allusion  to  the  creed  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church ; involving  a charge  of  latent  treason  against  its 
members,  or  at  least  imputing  to  them  an  article  of  reli- 
gious faith  that  overrides  all  fealty  to  the  Government 
of  the  country,  and  would  render  them  unworthy  of  pub- 
lic trust — suspected  citizens,  and  dangerous  officers. 

Before  I commence  my  direct  reference  to  the  subject 
of  my  remarks,  let  me  say  that,  whatever  may  be  my 
religious  belief  and  connections,  I trust  that  all  who  know 
me  in  this  House  will  acquit  me  of  the  charge  of  any  at- 
tempt to  obtrude  those  opinions  upon  others,  or  to  press 
upon  my  associates,  publicly  or  privately,  any  defence  of 
the  creed  of  my  church,  or  the  peculiarity  of  its  forms 
and  ceremonies.  Believing,  sir,  that  religion  is  a personal 
matter,  I have  avoided  public  exhibition  of  my  preten- 
sions ; and  knowing  the  unpopularity  of  my  creed,  1 have 
been  careful  not  to  jeopard  my  means  of  usefulness,  in 
their  legitimate  channel,  by  any  untimely  presentation 
of  irrelevant  and  unacceptable  dogmas. 

But  now,  sir,  I think  I cannot  be  deceived  in  sup- 
posing that  a well  tempered  reply  would  not  only  be  pa- 
tiently received  in  this  House,  but  that  an  attempt  at 
such  a reply  as  the  charge  of  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts would  suggest  to  a Catholic,  is  expected  from 
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me,  as  the  oldest  of  the  few,  the  very  few,  (I  know  but 
one  besides  myself  in  this  House,)  who  are  obnoxious  to 
any  censures  justly  made  against  professors  of  the  Catho- 
lic religion,  and  who  may  be  directly  interested  in  a de- 
fence from  imputations  of  want  of  fealty  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country,  in  consequence  of  the  nature  of 
their  obligations  to  the  Catholic  Church. 

If,  Mr.  Chairman,  I had  not  been  long  a member  of 
this  House,  and  thus  become  able  to  form  an  opinion  of 
the  honorable  gentlemen  who  compose  it,  I might  startle 
at  the  risk  of  presenting  myself  as  the  professor  of  a creed 
“everywhere  evil  spoken  of,”  and  standing  almost  alone 
in  the  assertion  of  a fact  which  seems  to  be  everywhere 
doubted.  I stand,  too  sir,  without  the  sympathies  of  a 
host  of  partisans  to  sustain  me  in  my  weakness,  and  to 
pardon  me  in  the  infirmities  of  my  defence  in  consequence 
of  their  attachment  to  the  principles  I advocate. 

I stand  alone,  indeed ; the  generous  defence  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Keitt,]  and 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi,  [Mr.  Barry,]  was  the 
magnanimous  effort  of  men  who  would  defend  the  'pro- 
fessors of  a creed  which  they  do  not  hold.  I,  sir,  speak 
for  a creed  which  I do  hold.  I stand  alone,  sir;  but  I 
stand  in  the  Congress  of  the  nation.  I stand  among  gen- 
tlemen. I stand  for  truth  ; and  how  feeble  soever  may 
be  my  effort,  I feel  that  I may  continue  to  depend,  at 
least,  upon  the  forbearance  of  a body  that  has  always 
entitled  itself  to  my  gratitude  by  its  unfailing  courtesy 
to  my  humble  exertions. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I understand  the  honorable  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Banks,]  in  his  defence  of  the 
secret  combination  to  put  down  the  Catholic  religion  in 
this  country,  by  denying  to  its  members  the  full  rights 
of  citizenship,  to  assert  that  he  does  not  bring  into  dis- 
cussion the  general  creeds  of  the  Catholics,  but  only  that 
portion  which,  it  is  asserted,  makes  the  professor  depen- 
dent upon  the  Bishop  of  Rome,  not  merely  for  what  he 
shall  hold  of  faith  towards  God,  but  what  lie  shall  main- 
tain of  fealty  towards  his  own  political  Government. 

Let  me  read  a paragraph  from  the  published  remarks 
of  the  honorable  gentleman  : 
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“ Mr.  Banks.  I have  no  objection  to  any  man  of  the  Catholic 
Church  or  faith.  Here  is  our  friend  from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Chand- 
ler) an  amiable,  learned,  and  eloquent  man;  I might  be  willing  to  vote 
for  him,  Catholic  as  he  is,  in  preference,  perhaps,  to  others  nearer  my 
political  faith  than  he  is.  What  he  thinks  of  the  Seven  Sacraments, 
or  which  one  of  them  he  accepts,  is  no  concern  of  mine.  To  me  it  is 
no  objection  that  he  receives  the  interpretations  of  the  Council  of  Trent 
as  to  the  doctrines  of  original  sin  and  justification.  It  cannot  concern 
me,  and  it  can  concern  no  man,  that,  as  a matter  of  faith,  any  person 
cherishes  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiation,  accords  the  full  measure  of 
Catholic  veneration  to  sacred  relics  or  images,  and  accepts  every  article 
of  the  Nicene  creed.  Each  man  is  accountable  for  his  own  faith,  as  I 
for  mine.  And  even  though  my  name  were  appended  to  the  declara- 
tion, read  to  us  by  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi,  from  the  Pennsyl- 
vanian, I might  still  vote  for  such  a man,  if  otherwise  it  lay  in  my  way 
to  do  so.” 

I thank  God,  and  the  honorable  gentleman,  for  that. 
I ma}’'  think  as  I please  on  matters  purely  spiritual.  But 
the  honorable  gentleman  proceeds  : 

“ But  there  is  another  branch  of  this  subject.  It  is  a current  belief 
that  the  Pope,  the  head  of  the  Roman  Church,  who  stands  as  the  Vicar 
of  God,  and  is  invested  with  his  attributes  of  infallibility,  is  not  only 
supreme  in  matters  of  faith,  but  has  also  a temporal  power,  that  can- 
not only  control  Governments,  but,  in  fitting  exigencies,  may  absolve 
his  disciples  from  their  allegiance.  I am  aware,  sir,  that  this  is  dis- 
puted ground,  i But  it  is  a well-attested  historical  fact,  that  often,  in 
time  past,  the  claim  to  secular  power  has  been  made;  and  I am  yet  to 
learn,  that  by  the  Pope,  or  any  general  council  speaking  with  his  ac- 
quiescence— the  only  authorized  exponents  of  the  true  faith — that  this 
claim  has  ever  yet  been  disavowed.  It  has  not  been  done  in  Eng- 
land. ...  I will  say  that,  if  it  be  true  that  the  Pope  is  held  to 
be  supreme,  in  secular,  as  in  sacred  affairs,  that  he  can  absolve  men 
from  their  relations  with  others  not  of  the  true  faith,  it  is  not  strange 
that  men  should  hesitate  in  the  support  of  his  followers.  I would  not 
vote  for  any  man  holding  to  that  doctrine,  and,  I doubt  not,  other  gen- 
tlemen here  would  concur  with  me  in  that  feeling.” 

The  charge,  then,  against  the  Roman  Catholics  of  this 
country  is,  that  their  views  of  the  supremacy  of  the  Pope 
renders  them  unsafe  citizens,  because  it  renders  them 
liable  to  be  withdrawn  from  their  allegiance  to  their  own 
civil  Government  by  the  decrees  or  ordinances  of  their 
spiritual  superior.  Of  the  cruelty  of  disturbing  the  pub- 
lic mind  with  such  questions  and  disfranchising  well-dis- 
disposed  citizens,  I shall  not  now  speak.  I shall  leave  to 
other  times,  other  persons,  and  in  other  places,  too,  the  task 
of  impeaching  and  of  developing  the  motives  upon  which 
such  discreditable  and  unrighteous  proceedings  rest.  I 
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shall  leave  to  those  who  have  more  bitterness  of  temper 
than  I possess,  to  show  that,  though  newly  revived,  the 
charge  is  as  old  as  the  hostility  of  Paganism  to  Christianity; 
and  that  those  who  are  vitiating  public  sentiment  in  thus 
ministering  to  the  appetite  which  they  have  made  mor- 
bid, have  their  prototype  in  the  malignants  who  would 
crucify  the  Saviour  “lest  the  Romans  come  and  take  our 
city  from  us,”  or  in  the  Titus  Oates  of  later  times,  who 
disturbed  the  public  mind  of  England  by  discoveries  of 
plots  that  existed  only  in  his  infamous  invention,  and 
who,  by  his  perjuries,  sent  men  to  the  scaffold  whose  in- 
nocence is  now  as  generally  admitted  as  is  the  corruption 
of  the  Court  in  which  such  fantastic  tricks  were  played, 
and  as  the  infamy  of  the  wretch  who  could  destroy  the 
peace  of  an  excellent  portion  of  the  community,  and  send 
to  the  scaffold  and  block  men  of  immaculate  purity, 
merely  to  give  himself  a temporary  notoriety,  and  a 
sort  of  political  aggrandizement.  That  branch  of  the 
discussion  I turn  from,  with  loathing  and  disgust  at  the 
offensive  details,  and  with  horror  at  its  intimate  associa- 
tion with  the  men,  the  motives,  and  the  means  of  modern 
times.  I leave  such  considerations  to  others,  and  proceed 
to  take  notice  of  that  part  of  the  subject  which  concerns 
the  political  relations  of  American  Catholics  with  the 
head  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church — the  character  of 
the  fealty  which  I,  and  all  of  the  Catholic  creed  in  this 
country,  owe  to  the  Bishop  of  Rome. 

The  question  raised  by  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts is  one  of  political  power,  and  that,  I imagine,  is 
the  leading  objection  to  Catholics  and  to  Catholicity  with 
gentlemen  who  venture  on  the  dangerous  movement  of 
dragging  religion  into  the  political  arena.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I deny  that  the  Bishop  of  Rome  has,  or  that  he  claims 
for  himself,  the  right  to  interfere  with  the  political  rela- 
tions of  any  other  country  than  that  of  which  he  is  him- 
self the  sovereign ! I mean — and  I have  no  desire  to  con- 
ceal  any  point — I mean  that  I deny  to  the  Bishop  of 
Rome  the  right  resulting  from  his  divine  office,  to  inter- 
fere in  the  relations  between  subjects  and  their  sovereigns, 
between  citizens  and  their  governments.  And  while  I 
make  this  denial,  I acknowledge  all  my  obligations  to  the 
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church  of  which  I am  an  humble  member,  and  I recog- 
nise all  the  rights  of  the  venerable  head  of  that  church 
to  the  spiritual  deference  of  its  children ; and  I desire 
that  no  part  of  what  I may  say,  or  what  I may  concede, 
in  my  remarks,  may  be  considered  as  yielding  a single 
dogma  of  the  Catholic  Church,  or  manifesting,  on  my 
part,  a desire  to  explain  away,  to  suit  the  spirit  of  the 
times,  or  the  prejudices  of  my  hearers,  any  doctrine  of 
the  Catholic  Church.  I believe  all  that  that  church  be- 
lieves and  teaches  as  religious  dogmas,  but  I am  not 
bound  by  the  imputations  of  its  opponents.  I am  not 
bound  by  the  assertions  of  those  who  would  make  politi- 
cal capital  out  of  denunciations  of  her  children,  or  mis- 
representations of  her  creed.  May,  more,  sir ; and  I ask 
the  attention  of  gentlemen  to  my  disavowal.  I am  not 
bound  by  any  action  which  the  Pope  takes  as  a temporal 
sovereign,  or  which  he  performs  as  Bishop  of  Rome,  or 
Pope,  when  he  is  only  carrying  out  a contract  with  Kings 
and  Emperors  to  secure  to  them  the  integrity  of  their 
possessions,  and  the  perpetuity  of  their  power.  , 

As  I cannot  accept  the  honorable  gentleman’s  discrimi- 
nation between  me,  as  a Catholic,  and  other  members  of 
the  Church  as  Roman  Catholics,  I must  regard  myself  as 
involved  in  the  general  censure,  and  feel  that  I stand 
charged,  a national  Representative,  with  holding  opinions 
and  owing  fealty  that  may  demand  from  me  a sacrifice 
of  patriotism  to  a higher  obligation ; pointed  at,  sir,  as  a 
man  wrho,  while  he  swears  to  maintain  the  Constitution 
of  the  country,  and  professes  to  make  the  fulfilment  of 
his  obligation  to  that  country  his  paramount  political 
duty,  yet  cherishes  in  his  heart  the  principles  of  latent 
treason,  I may  be  allowed,  without  the  imputation  of 
vanity,  to  make  one  more  direct  allusion  to  myself  and 
my  creed.  And,  sir,  clearly  and  distinctly  do  I deny 
that  the  power  of  the  Pope  extends  one  grain  beyond  his 
spiritual  relations  with  the  members  of  his  church,  or 
impresses,  in  the  least  degree,  upon  the  political  allegiance 
which  any  Roman  Catholic  of  this  country  may  owe  to 
the  Government  and  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

And,  sir,  that  this  disavowal  of  a divided  fealty  may 
not  be  regarded  as  a mere  generalty,  I give  it  explicitness 
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by  declaring  that  if,  by  any  providence,  the  Bishop  of 
Rome  should  become  possessed  of  armies  and  a fleet,  and, 
in  a spirit  of  conquest,  or  any  other  spirit,  should  invade 
the  territory  of  the  United  States,  or  assail  the  rights  of 
our  country,  he  would  find  no  more  earnest  antagonists 
than  the  Roman  Catholics.  And  for  myself,  if  not  here 
in  this  Hall  to  vote  supplies  for  a defending  army,  or  if 
too  old  to  take  part  in  the  active  defence,  I should,  if 
alive,  be  at  least  in  my  chamber,  or  at  the  foot  of  the 
altar,  imploring  God  for  the  safety  of  my  country  and  the 
defeat  of  the  invaders.  [Applause.] 

The  Chairman  (Mr.  Orr)  reminded  gentlemen  that 
applause  was  not  becoming  in  a deliberative  body. 

Mr.  Chandler.  Or,  if  the  spirit  of  conquest  and  cruelty 
should  seize  upon  the  wearer  of  the  tiara,  and  he  should 
seek  to  subjugate  Italy  by  improper  assumptions,  and  by 
crime  provoke  the  arms  of  other  nations  against  his  own 
city,  I could  look  on  the  chances  of  the  defeat  of  his  army 
as  coolly  and  as  complacently  as  on  the  misfortunes  and 
punishment  of  any  other  ambitious  monarch,  and,  safe 
in  my  love  of  right,  and  in  the  enjoyment  of  my  religious 
creed,  and  the  comforts  of  my  home,  I could  say,  “ Let 
the  Yolscians  plow  Italy  and  harrow  Rome.” 

Mr.  Chairman,  I do  not  wish  to  attract  attention  by 
declamation ; I wish  to  s tate  simply  and  distinctly,  but 
very  emphatically,  what  are  the  opinions  of  a Roman 
Catholic  as  to  the  influence  of  the  dogma  of  Papal  su- 
premacy on  political  allegiance,  and  my  own  opinion  I 
have  given.  But  since  some  exception  was  made  in  my 
behalf- — an  exception  which  I cannot  admit,  though  I 
thank  the  honorable  gentleman  for  the  courtesy  with 
which  it  was  expressed — and  since  it  may  be  asserted 
that,  as  a Republican  and  layman,  I could  not  be  sup- 
posed to  understand  all  the  relations  and  influences  of 
the  dogma  of  the  supremacy  of  the  Pope,  let  me  add, 
that  what  I assert  as  my  belief  of  the  entire  political 
independence  of  every  Roman  Catholic  out  of  the  Papal 
States — political  independence,  I mean,  of  the  Chief 
Magistrate  of  that  State — is  fully  held,  and  openly  as- 
serted and  approved  by  every  Catholic  Bishop  and  Arch- 
bishop of  the  United  States. 
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I have  not  time  here  to  quote  from  the  writings  of  all 
those  who  have  published  their  opinions  upon  the  sub- 
ject, nor  shall  I have  space  to  copy  them  in  my  published 
remarks,  but  I may  say  that  such  are  the  views  which 
I have  learned  from  them  in  conversation,  and  such  is 
the  view  of  the  late  Dr.  England,  a Roman  Catholic 
Bishop  of  Charleston,  a divine  whose  erudition  and  whose 
well  established  fame  gave  consequence  to  all  he  asserted, 
and  whose  zeal  for  the  church  of  which  he  was  a distin- 
guished prelate,  and  whose  lofty  position  in  the  estima- 
tion of  the  Sovereign  Pontiff,  rendered  it  unlikely  that 
he  would  underrate  the  Papal  power. 

Extract  from  a letter  of  Bishop  England  to  an  Epis- 
copal clergyman,  vol.  2,  pages  250-51  : — 

“ This  charge  which  you  make  upon  the  Papists,  is  exactly  the  same 
charge  which  the  J ews  were  in  the  habit  of  making  against  the  Apos- 
tles. From  that  day  to  the  present  we  have  met  it  as  we  meet  it  now. 
We  have  a kingdom,  it  is  true,  in  which  we  pay  no  obedience  to  Caesar  ; 
but  our  kingdom  is  not  of  this  world — and  whilst  we  render  unto  God 
the  things  that  are  God’s,  we  render  unto  Caesar  the  things  that  are 
Caesar’s.  To  the  successors  of  the  Apostles  we  render  that  obedience 
which  is  due  to  the  authority  left  by  Jesus  Christ,  who  alone  could  be- 
stow it.  W e do  not  give  it  to  the  President ; we  do  not  give  it  to  the 
Governor ; we  do  not  give  it  to  the  Congress ; we  do  not  give  it  to  the 
Legislature  of  the  State — neither  do  you ; nor  do  they  claim  it — nor 
would  we  give  it,  if  they  did,  for  the  claim  would  be  unfounded.  We 
give  them  everj'thing  which  the  Constitution  requires ; you  give  no 
more — you  ought  not  to  give  more.  Let  the  Pope  and  Cardinals,  and 
all  the  powers  of  the  Catholic  world  united,  make  the  least  encroach- 
ment on  that  Constitution,  we  will  protect  it  with  our  lives.  Summon 
a general  council — let  that  council  interfere  in  the  mode  of  our  electing 
but  the  assistant  to  a turnkey  of  a prison — we  deny  its  right ; we  reject 
its  usurpation.  Let  that  council  lay  a tax  of  one  cent  only  upon  any 
of  our  churches;  we  will  not  pay  it.  Yet  we  are  most  obedient  Papists 
— we  believe  the  Pope  is  Christ’s  Vicar  on  earth,  supreme  visible  head 
of  the  Church  throughout  the  world,  and  lawful  successor  to  St.  Peter, 
Prince  of  the  Apostles.  We  believe  all  this  power  is  in  Pope  Leo  XII, 
and  we  believe  that  a general  council  is  infallible  in  doctrinal  decisions. 
Yet  we  deny  to  Pope  and  council  united  any  power  to  interfere  with 
one  tittle  of  our  political  rights,  as  firmly  as  we  deny  the  power  of  in- 
terfering with  one  tittle  of  our  spiritual  rights  to  the  President  and 
Congress.  We  will  obey  each  in  its  proper  place,  we  will  resist  any 
encroachment  by  one  upon  the  rights  of  the  other.  Will  you  permit 
Congress  to  do  the  duties  of  your  Convention  ?” 

Blere  is  another  extract  from  the  writings  of  the  same 
Roman  Catholic  Prelate  : 
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11  Kings  ^ and  Emperors  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  have  fre- 
quently been  at  war  with  the  Pope.  Yet  they  did  not  cease  to  he 
members  of  the  church,  and  subject  to  his  spiritual  jurisdiction,  al- 
though they  resisted  his  warlike  attacks.  Any  person  in  the  least  de- 
gree acquainted  with  the  history  of  Europe,  can  easily  refer  to  several 
instances.  The  distinction  drawn  by  our  blessed  Saviour,  when  he 
stood  in  the  presence  of  Pilate,  was  the  principle  of  these  rulers.  They 
were  faithful  to  the  head  of  the  church,  whose  kingdom  is  not  of  this 
world,  but  they  repelled  the  attack  of  an  enemy  to  their  rights.  You, 
i-irs,  acknowledge  the  authority  of  bishops.  Suppose  a bishop  under 
whom  you  were  placed,  proceeded  to  take  away  your  property  ; could 
you  not  defend  your  rights  at  law  without  infringing  upon  his  spiri- 
tual authority?  Are  you  reduced  to  the  dilemma  of  being  plundered, 
or  of  denying  an  article  of  your  religion  ? Can  you  not  keep  your  pro- 
perty, and  deny  the  right  of  the  bishop  to  take  it  away,  and  resist  his 
aggressions,  at  the  same  time  that  you  are  canonically  obedient?  Can 
you  not  he  faithful  to  him  as  a bishop,  and  to  yourself  as  a man  ? Thus, 
suppose  the  Bishop  of  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church  of  Maryland 
claimed  some  right  which  he  neither  had  by  your  church  law  nor  the 
law  of  the  State.  You  may,  and  ought  to,  resist  the  aggression.  Yet 
you  would  not  be  unfaithful  to  him.  Let  the  Pope  be  placed  in  the 
same  predicament ; I can  be  faithful  to  the  Pope  and  to  the  Govern- 
ment under  which  I live.  I care  not  whether  that  Government  be  ad- 
ministered by  a Papist,  by  a Proteftant,  by  a Jew,  by  a Mohammedan, 
or  by  a Pagan.  It  is,  then,  untrue  to  assert,  as  you  have  done,  that  a 
consistent  Papist,  and  a dutiful  subject  of  a Protestant  administration, 
must  be  incompatible.” 

Dr.  Ken  rick,  Archbishop  of  Baltimore,  one  of  the  most 
learned  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  asserts  positively, 
that  the  temporal  power  of  which  we  speak  was  never 
claimed  by  the  Church,  and  he  challenges  the  production 
of  a single  decree  or  definition  in  which  this  power  was 
propounded  as  an  article  of  faith.  “ Such,”  says  the 
learned  Bishop,  “ does  not  exist.” 

Dr.  Troy,  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  in  his  Supplement  to 
the  Pastoral  Instruction,  says,  “ The  deposing  power  of 
Popes  never  was  an  article  of  faith,  or  a doctrine  of  the 
Catholic  Church,  nor  was  it  ever  proposed  as  such  by  any 
council,  or  by  any  Popes  themselves  who  exercised  it.” 

Archbishop  Hughes,  of  New  York,  is  equally  explicit 
on  this  point.  And  I might  fill  volumes  with  citations 
to  prove  my  position. 

A council  of  the  Catholic  Church  in  Baltimore  has 
expressed  the  same  idea  in  the  most  emphatic  terms. 

Mr.  Chairman,  since  I began  to  speak  I have  received 
a treatise  by  Bishop  Spaulding,  of  Kentucky,  on  this  very 
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subject,  sustaining  my  view.  It  is  a timely  and  accept- 
table  offering,  by  a lady  in  the  gallery,  to  the  spirit  of 
truth,  and  her  influence  will  assist  to  promote  and  reward 
attention  throughout  the  House,  as  the  woman’s  offering 
of  ointment  from  the  alabaster  box  was  scattered  over 
the  head  of  the  Author  of  truth,  while  its  fragrance  was 
diffused  throughout  the  chamber  in  which  the  offering 
was  made. 

But  I shall,  of  course,  be  asked,  whence  the  boldness 
of  the  assertion  against  Catholics,  and  whence  the  readi- 
ness to  believe  the  charges,  if  they  are  altogether  un- 
founded ? Has  not  the  Pope  exercised  the  power  of 
deposing  monarchs,  and  thus  of  releasing  subjects  from 
their  allegiance  ? Has  he  not  interfered  with  the  tem- 
poralities  of  a sovereign,  and  thus  exercised  a power 
sufficient  to  justify  the  apprehensions  of  the  timid,  and 
to  give  some  appearance  of  probability  to  the  assertions 
of  the  bold,  reckless  and  unprincipled  party  politician  of 
the  present  and  recent  time  ? 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  a Christian  man  and  an  American 
legislator,  I have  nothing  but  truth  to  utter;  and  I scorn 
to  utter  less  than  the  whole  of  the  truth. 

Undoubtedly,  the  Pope  has  proceeded  to  dethrone 
Kings,  and  thus  to  release  subjects.  History  declares 
that  more  than  one  monarch  has  been  made  to  descend 
from  his  throne  by  the  edict  of  the  Pope,  and  that  the 
allegiance  of  his  subjects  has  been  transferred,  by  that 
edict,  to  a succeeding  monarch,  who,  however  he  may 
have  obtained  his  crown,  might  have  been  compelled  to 
lay  it  down  at  the  bidding  of  the  same  authority  that 
deposed  his  predecessor.  If,  then,  the  Pope  has  exercised 
such  a right,  may  he  not,  should  he  ever  have  the  power, 
renew  that  exercise? 

That,  I suppose,  Mr.  Chairman,  depends  entirely  upon 
the  foundation  of  the  right,  and  the  demand  which  may 
be  made  for  its  exercise. 

The  question  which  concerns  us  here,  and  which  arises 
out  of  the  charges  made  by  the  honorable  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts,  is  not  whether  the  right  has  been  claimed ; 
but  on  what  grounds  this  right  was  asserted.  If  it  was 
divine  right;  a right  inherent  in  the  spiritual  office  of 
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the  Bishop  of  Rome  as  the  successor  of  St.  Peter,  then, 
sir,  I confess  it  may  never,  it  can  never  lapse;  and  its 
exercise  may  be  renewed  with  the  reception  of  additional 
power.  But,  sir,  if  it  wras  a right  conferred  for  special 
occasions,  by  those  interested  in  its  exercise,  conferred 
by  monarchs  for  their  own  safety,  and  approved  by  the  peo- 
ple for  their  own  benefit,  who  were  ready,  willing,  and 
able,  to  contribute  means  for  givng  its  exhibition  power, 
then  it  would  of  course  cease  with  the  change  of  circum- 
stances in  which  it  was  conferred ; and  those  who  invested 
the  Pope  with  the  right , because  they  could  assist  him 
with  'power,  and  because  general  safety  required  the  ex- 
ercise of  that  powrer,  retained  in  their  own  hands  the 
right  to  withdraw  or  invalidate  their  former  bestowal, 
and  leave  in  the  hands  of  the  Roman  Pontiff  only  his 
spiritual  rights  over  Kings  or  people,  dehors  the  limits  of 
his  own  temporal  dominion. 

To  understand  how  the  Pope  ever  possessed  any  power 
over  Emperors  and  Kings,  and  by  such  power,  influenc- 
ing their  subjects,  we  must  enter  more  minutely  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  far  distant  age  in  which  it  was  con- 
ferred and  exercised,  than  the  time  here  allowed  for  a 
speech,  or  the  space  necessary  for  an  essay,  would  justi- 
fy. We  must  enter  into  the  spirit  of  the  middle  ages, 
and  see  hove  naturally  Christian  monarchs  (then  all  of 
one  creed)  formed  combinations,  and  how  much  human 
rights  and  Christian  principles  owe  to  combinations;  and 
jealousies  which,  while  they  distinguished,  and  really  il- 
lustrated that  period,  -would  now  be  regarded,  if  they 
could  exist,  as  the  resort  of  men  of  bad  principles,  to  per- 
petuate tyrannical  power.  But  such  was  the  state  of  the 
times,  and  such  the  unestablished  condition  of  religion 
and  civil  government,  that  it  became  a matter  of  the 
deepest  moment  to  Christian  Princes,  that  the  latter 
should  combine  to  support  the  former.  And  in  combi- 
ning, the  Christian  (Catholic)  Princes  formed  a league, 
by  which,  peace,  order,  and  religion  were,  as  far  as  possi- 
ble, to  be  maintained  among  them  by  a reference  to  the 
influences  which  the  Pope,  as  a spiritual  sovereign,  would 
naturally  have  to  enforce  temporal  and  temporary  power 
with  Kings  and  people,  and  with  Kings  through  their  peo- 
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pie ; and  this  influence  was  augmented  by  the  submission 
on  the  part  of  individual  sovereigns  to  the  decrees  of  the 
Pope,  founded  on  the  power  which  the  united  sovereigns 
had  conferred  on  the  Pontiff,  and  founded  on  that  alone, 

Christianity,  at  that  period,  had  not  wrought  out  its 
work  of  social  good ; vice  and  disorder  were  rampant,  and 
the  passions  of  men  seemed  to  be  allowed  indulgences 
little  realized  in  these  times.  To  secure  something  like 
order,  religion,  and  catholicity,  among  the  Christian  na- 
tions, and  to  secure  the  ultimate  social  effects  of  the  true 
principles  of  religion,  the  Christian  Princes  conferred 
upon  the  Pope  a power,  which  previously  he  had  not  at- 
tempted to  exercise;  never,  indeed,  claimed  to  possess. 
The  spiritual  power  was  always  admitted  as  of  divine 
right,  the  gift  of  God.  The  temporal  power  was  conceded, 
was  conferred  by  the  Emperors  and  Christian  Princes, 
not  to  aggrandize  the  Bishop  of  Borne,  but  to  enable  him 
to  decide  betwixt  them  in  their  various  disputes ; and  to 
keep  alive  the  faith  upon  which  the  power  of  the  Princes 
evidently  rested.  No  one  then  pretended  that  the  right 
to  depose  a King  was  a divine  right  in  the  Pope.  He 
claimed  the  power  to  cut  off'  from  the  sacraments  of  the 
church  all  who  did  not  conform  to  the  rules  of  that 
church,  a right  claimed  and  exercised  by  all  churches,  I 
suppose;  as  every  church  surely  must  be  a judge  of  the 
qualifications  of  its  members,  and  must,  so  far  as  its  in- 
fluence extends,  exercise  the  power  to  bind  and  loose. 
That  is  a question  purely  theological,  and  cannot  be  dis- 
cussed here. 

I certainly  do  no  injustice  to  any  one  in  saying  that 
such  was  the  disorderly  state  of  Europe,  that,  if  depend- 
ence had  not  been  placed  by  sovereigns  in  the  influence 
of  the  Pope’s  spiritual  power,  no  King  could  have  main- 
tained his  possessions  without  an  acknowledged  physical 
superiority ; and  no  people  could  have  retained  a show 
of  freedom,  could  have  counted  on  life  itself,  if  the  ava- 
rice and  bloody  cruelty  of  the  Barons  could  have  found 
any  advantage,  or  even  momentary  gratification,  by  sacri- 
ficing either.  And  this  was  not  all.  It  was  admitted 
that  every  crown  should  be  held  by  the  tenure  of  Chris- 
tianity in  its  wearer;  and  yet  Paganism  and  infidelity 
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were  continually  grasping  at  the  sceptre.*  Kingdoms 
were  constantly  changing.  Monarchs  were  driven  from 
their  tliones  by  violence ; and  their  successors  rarely 
thought  of  any  other  object  than  the  permanency  of  their 
own  power.  Meantime,  the  Papacy  was  permanent ; and, 
in  proportion  to  the  troubles,  disorders,  and  disasters  of 
the  times,  the  Papacy  acquired  strength ; strength  in  the 
constant  appeals  to  its  arbitration ; strength  in  its  un- 
changeable qualities,  and  strength,  it  will  be  admitted, 
by  a reception  and  exercise  of  duties  devolved  upon  it 
by  those  who  saw  in  the  Papal  power  the  only  means  of 
saving  Europe  from  chaos. 

Having  asserted  that  the  political  power  of  the  Popes, 
dehors  their  special  and  proper  dominion,  was  conferred 
by  the  Christian  Princes,  and  that  it  was  exercised  by 
the  demands  and  appeals  of  those  who  were  interested  in 
its  object,  viz  : order,  religion,  and  princely  right,  and 
sometimes  popular  rights,  I have  only  to  say  that,  of 
course,  no  Pope  thus  receiving  and  thus  exercising  his 
power  could,  with  truth,  assert  a divine  right;  or,  assert- 
ing it,  he  could  not  hope  to  have  that  right  permanently 
admitted.  It  hence  follows  that  such  a right  never  was 
an  article  of  Homan  Catholic  faith. 

It  cannot  be  denied  that  the  spiritual  power  of  the 
Pope,  the  admitted  jure  divino,  was  a motive  among 
others  for  conferring  the  political  power,  and,  perhaps 
also  a motive  for  exercising  that  power;  and  the  rever- 
ence in  which  the  character  of  the  Pope  was  held  by 
princes  and  nobles  as  well  as  the  people,  gave  great  con- 
sequence to  the  decisions  of  the  Pontiff,  right  or  wrong, 

* The  Foreign  Quarterly  for  January,  3836,  says: — “In  the  eleventh 
century  the  papacy  fought  the  battle  of  freedom.” 

Ancellon,  unfriendly  to  the  Pope,  says : — “In  the  middle  ages  there 
was  no  social  order;  it  was  the  influence  and  power  of  the  Popes  that, 
perhaps,  alone  saved  Europe  from  a state  of  barbarism.  It  was  their 
power  that  prevented  and  stayed  the  despotism  of  the  Emperors,  that  re- 
placed thewmnt  of  equilibrium,  and  diminished  the  inconvenience  of  the 
ieudal  system.” 

Southey  says : “The  Papacy  was  morally  and  intellectually  the  conser- 
vative power  of  Christendom.  Politically,  too,  it  was  the  saving  of 
Europe.” 

And  a Protestant  writer,  in  the  American  Encyclopaedia,  in  an 
article  on  Gregory  VIE,  says,  “ The  Papal  power  was  for  ages  the  great 
bulwark  of  order  amid  the  turbulence  of  the  semi-civilized  people  of 
Europe.” 
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and  insured  prompt  obedience,  when  otherwise  there 
might  have  been  hesitancy  and  even  calcitration.  No 
doubt,  the  temporal  power  conferred  by  temporal  consent 
and  by  a constitution,  was  mistaken  for,  and  admitted 
by,  certain  weak  persons  at  that  time  as  the  spiritual 
power  conferred  by  Christ  and  sustained  by  the  Scriptures. 
But  nowhere  is  the  right  to  such  power  claimed,  as  of 
divine  right,  by  the  Catholic  Church. 

In  the  Catholic  Church,  as  in  all  other  churches,  there 
have  been  found  a few  individuals  of  less  discretion  than 
zeal,  who  have,  from  a mistaken  view  of  the  Christian 
duties,  thought  it  a merit  on  themselves  to  impute  to  re- 
ligion a direct  secular  power  which  it  was  never  intended 
by  God,  nor  understood  by  good,  prudent  men,  to  exer- 
cise. We  see  it  in  the  careless  writings  of  certain  Catho- 
lic scholars,  as  wre  find  it  in  the  preaching  and  discipline 
of  many  other  denominations.  But  in  the  Catholic 
Church  those  individual  opinions  have  been  discounte- 
nanced by  the  bishops,  and  in  other  churches  they  have 
grown  much  out  of  practice;  by  all  they  are  considered 
as  rendering  unto  God  the  things  which  are  Cmsar’s. 

The  assertion  by  individuals,  or  the  practice  by  a few 
Popes,  of  any  power,  does  not  make  that  power  right. 
That  only  is  of  faith  which  is  so  declared,  and  which  is 
for  all  times  and  all  circumstances. 

The  most  distinguished  instance  of  the  exercise  of  the 
Papal  power  of  deposing  a monarch,  is  that  by  Gregory 
VII.,  (Ganganeli,)  who  excommunicated  and  deposed  the 
Emperor,  Henry  IV.  The  peculiar  character  of  these  times 
I have  already  noticed.  The  peculiar  character  of  Henry 
may  be  learned  from  history.  He  was  corrupt,  venal, 
turbulent,  cruel,  blasphemous,  hypocritical.  He  had  vio- 
lated his  coronation  oath,  and  was  engaged  in  enormities 
that  drew,  from  every  part  of  Germany  and  the  north  of 
Italy,  appeals  to  the  Pope  for  the  exercise  of  those  powers 
which  the  Pontiff  held  from  the  Emperor ; and  when  the 
Pope  was  exercising  his  admitted  legal  powers  against 
the  Emperor,  Henry  called  a council,  and  caused  to  be 
passed  and  promulgated  a sentence  of  deposition  against 
Gregory,  the  Pope.  Of  course  this  drew  from  Rome  a 
sentence  of  excommunication,  and  excommunication  un- 
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less  removed  within  a year,  was  to  assist  in  working  out 
deposition.  The  Princes  of  Germany,  even,  assembled 
to  elect  a successor  to  Henry ; but  the  excommunicated 
Emperor,  in  full  acknowledgement  of  the  power  of  the 
Pope,  hastened  to  Italy,  made  submission,  saved  himself 
from  dethronement,  returned  to  his  German  home,  four- 
fold more  a child  of  the  devil  than  he  had  been,  was  de- 
posed, and  died  a miserable  outcast.  Though  those  events 
took  place  at  a time  and  under  circumstances  when  little 
regard  was  paid  to  the  niceties  of  temporal  distinctions, 
yet  the  Pope  (Gregory)  did  not  claim  that  his  action  in 
deposing  the  Emperor  was  by  divine  right,  because  he 
knew,  and  all  knew,  that,  by  a law  of  the  Empire,  Henry 
had  forfeited  the  Imperial  throne,  and  that  the  Pope  was 
as  much  authorized  to  depose  him  for  violating  a law  of 
the  Empire  as  he  was  to  excommunicate  him  for  open 
violation  of  the  commands  of  God  and  the  Church. 

In  a letter  from  Gregory  VII.  to  the  German  lords,  he, 
the  Pope,  expressly  declares  that  he  did  not  pretend  to 
ground  himself  merely  on  the  divine  power  of  binding 
and  loosing,  but  on  the  laws  of  men — that  is  the  consti- 
tution or  the  laws  of  the  Empire,  as  well  as  the  laws  of 
God,  and  according  to  the  last  named  code,  as  well  as  the 
requirement  of  the  former,  Henry  deserved,  not  only  to 
be  excommunicated,  but  also  to  be  deposed  of  his  Im- 
perial dignity. 

The  most  distinguished  writer  of  the  time  of  Gregory 
VII. , Peter  Damier,  shows  that  Gregory  did  not  depend 
alone  upon  his  spiritual  power,  but  acted  upon  the  au- 
thority of  the  constitution  of  the  Empire.  If  Gregory  had 
claimed,  and  others  had  admitted  a divine  right  alone  to 
depose  an  Emperor,  his  apologist  would  scarcely,  at  such 
a time,  have  presented  the  smaller  right  of  human  au- 
thority. 

The  following,  from  a work  on  the  temporal  power  of 
the  Pope,  by  Mr.  Gosselin,  is  directly  to  the  point,  and 
will  illustrate  this  part  of  my  remarks : 

“ From  these  observations  it  follows,  in  fact,  first,  that  Gregory  VII, 
the  first  that  ever  announced  a sentence  of  deposition  against  a sove- 
reign, did  not  pretend  to  ground  his  proceedings  solely  on  the  Divine 
right,  but  on  laws  both  human  and  divine.  Secondly,  that  in  the 
opinion  of  Gregory  VII.,  and  of  his  successors,  as  well  as  of  all  their 
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contemporaries,  tlie  deposition  of  an  excommunicated  Prince  was  not 
a necessary  consequence  of  excommunication,  and  did  not  follow  from 
the  divine  power  of  binding  or  loosing  alone,  but  from  a special  pro- 
vision of  a human  law,  and  principally  from  the  laws  of  the  Empire, 
which  declared  deposed  of  his  throne  any  Prince  remaining  obstinately 
under  excommunication  during  a whole  year. 

“ These  important  facts  once  proved,  there  is  no  difficulty  in  un- 
derstanding how  the  Popes  could  naturally  cite,  in  support  of  their  sen- 
tences of  excommunication  and  deposition  against  Princes,  the  divine 
power  of  binding  and  loosing,  though  not  considering  it  as  the  sole 
title  of  that  deposing  power  which  they  claimed.  It  is,  in  fact,  evident 
that,  at  a time  when  constitutional  law  attached  the  penalty  of  deposi- 
tion to  excommunication  or  heresy,  the  Pope’s  sentence  against  such 
excommunicated  or  heretical  Prince  was  grounded  both  on  the  divine 
right  and  on  human  law.  It  was  founded  on  the  divine  right,  not 
merely  in  so  far  as  it  declared  the  Prince  heretical  or  excommunicated, 
but  still  more  in  so  far  as  it  enlightened  the  conscience  of  his  subjects 
on  the  extent  and  limits  of  the  obligation  arising  from  the  oath  of  al- 
legiance which  they  had  taken  to  him.  It  was  founded  on  human  law, 
also,  in  so  far  as  it  declared  the  Prince  deprived  of  his  rights,  in  pun- 
ishment of  his  remaining  obstinately  in  heresy  or  excommunication.  It 
is  obvious,  also,  why  the  Pope’s  sentence  mentioned  only  the  divine 
power  of  binding  and  loosing;  for  it  was  on  that  divine  power  that  the 
sentence  was  really  grounded,  considered  in  its  principal,  direct  and 
immediate  object;  for  the  deposition  was  effected  by  excommunication 
— its  natural  result,  according  to  the  constitutional  law  then  in  force.” 

While  I have  asserted,  and,  with  the  little  time  al- 
lowed me,  referred  you  to  the  authorities  upon  which  my 
assertions  rest,  that  the  Popes  of  the  middle  ages  did  not 
declare  that  their  interference  with  the  temporal  powers 
of  Kings  and  Emperors  was  authorized  by  their  spiritual 
commissions,  as  Bishops  of  Rome ; and  that  their  anta- 
gonistic and  summary  proceedings  towards  offending 
sovereigns,  with  regard  to  the  temporal  powers  of  the 
latter,  were  authorized  by  a constitution  formed  by  these 
sovereigns  or  their  predecessors,  I do  not  pretend  to  as- 
sert that  the  power  was  always  rightly  used.  I do  not 
deny  ambitious  or  vengeful  motives  to  the  Popes.  Noth- 
ing in  my  creed  or  theirs  presents  such  a conclusion,  and 
nothing  in  their  conduct  renders  such  a conclusion  un- 
reasonable. I only  say  that  the  spiritual  power  here  is 
not  in  question,  and  there,  and  at  that  time,  the  power  to 
depose — power  humanly  conferred — was  never  called  in 
question  by  the  deposed  monarchs.  They  admitted  the 
constitutional  right  and  power,  though  they  may  have 
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called  in  question  the  justice  of  the  act.  With  the  jus- 
tice  of  the  proceeding  I have  nothing  to  do  here,  though 
I may  be  allowed  to  say  that,  however  the  Pope  may 
have  transgressed  the  rules  of  justice  as  between  him  and 
the  deposed  monarch,  it  is  probable  that,  as  between  the 
monarch  and  the  people,  there  was  little  occasion  to  sup- 
pose that  any  injustice  had  been  done  to  the  prince,  or 
much  likelihood  of  hearing  complaints  from  the  latter. 
The  Pope  has  struggled  some  time  with  Sovereigns,  but 
never  with  the  sovereignty.  He  has  excercised  a power 
voluntarily  placed  in  his  hands  by  kings,  and  invoked  by 
the  people;  and  he  has  dethroned  the  monarch,  but  not 
anathematized  the  subject.  The  Popes,  in  the  fulfilment 
of  what  the  consent  of  Kings  and  the  confidence  of  the 
people  have  made  a duty,  have  released  subjects  from 
the  oath  of  allegiance  to  the  sovereign,  but  never  have 
they  released  the  sovereign  from  his  coronation  oath  to 
respect,  guard  and  rightly  govern  the  people. 

Because  1 haye  neither  time  nor  space  for  such  an  in- 
quiry, 1 do  not  pursue  the  subject  in  detail.  I have  ta- 
ken the  strongest  case  of  the  exercise  of  the  power  of  de- 
posing monarchs — which  is  now  called  the  power  of  re- 
leasing subjects — and  I have  shown  that  the  Pope  did 
not  rely  upon  the  general  spiritual  power  as  head  of  the 
Christian  church  for  authority  to  depose  the  Emperor, 
but  that  he  rested  on,  and  was  sustained  by,  the  consti- 
tution which  authorized  the  election  of  an  Emperor,  and 
made  orthodoxy  one  condition  of  holding  the  crown. 
And  it  would  have  been  equally  easy,  generally  less  dif- 
ficult, to  have  shown  that  every  instance  of  such  exer- 
cise of  power  by  the  Pope  was  authorized  by  the  admit- 
ted constitution  or  acknowledged  compact,  provided  that 
the  offences  of  the  Prince  had  brought  him  within  the 
operation  of  the  laws,  which  all  admitted  to  exist,  and 
for  the  execution  of  which  all  turned  to  the  Pope. 

Now,  as  this  kind  of  secular  power  had  its  origin  in 
the  consent  of  the  sovereigns,  at  a particular  time,  and 
long  after  the  apostolic  age,  it  follows  that  not  only  could 
it  not  have  carried  with  it  the  jure  divino,  which  belongs 
to  the  spiritual  power  of  the  Bishop  of  Rome,  but  that 
the  proof  of  the  existence  of  the  real  spiritual  power 
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would  have  been  weakened  by  the  attempts  to  prove  the 
right  of  deposing  to  be  divine.  At  that  time,  then — at 
a time  when  men  were  the  most  willing  to  yield  assent 
to  such  species  of  usurpation,  as  released  Kings  from  a 
bad  Emperor,  and  relieved  subjects  from  bad  Kings — at 
that  time  the  divine  right  was  not  claimed,  and  the  whole 
power  of  deposing  rested  upon  the  consent,  not  merely  of 
the  Kings,  but  of  the  deposed  Princes  themselves. 

But  it  is  charged  that  Roman  Catholics  even  now 
admit  the  right  of  the  Pope  to  interfere  between  subjects 
and  their  allegiance,  and  between  citizens  and  their  duties 
to  the  Republic,  in  some  other  form,  since  the  power  to 
depose  Kings  is  no  longer  possible.  I deny  it ; I have 
denied  it  for  myself  plainly,  clearly,  specifically.  But, 
in  this  House,  it  is  said  that,  though  I may  be  excepted 
from  the  general  censure  of  harboring  the  seeds  and  means 
of  treason  to  this  Government  in  my  breast,  and  warming 
them  into  germination  by  devotion,  yet  others  are  liable 
to  the  charge,  and  especially  the  church,  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  itself. 

But  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  is  represented  by  her 
Bishops,  and  therefore  I turn  to  the  statements  of  those 
having  the  means  of  knowing,  and  the  right  to  make 
known,  the  doctrines  of  that  church,  and  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  the  committee  to  the  following  remarks  of  the 
Right  Rev.  Dr.  England  : 

“ Bod  never  gave  to  St.  Peter  any  temporal  power,  any  authority  to 
depose  Kings,  any  authority  to  interfere  with  political  concerns.  And 
any  right  which  his  successors  might  claim,  for  any  of  those  purposes, 
must  he  derived  from  some  other  source.  A Roman  Catholic  has  no 
further  connection  with  the  Pope  than  that  he  succeeds  St.  Peter. 
Peter  had  none  of  these  rights — as  a Roman  Catholic,  I know  nothing 
of  them  in  the  Pope.  He  is  equally  a Pope  with  or  without  then.” 

In  the  early  part  of  my  remarks,  I took  occasion  to 
say  what  would  be  my  course,  if,  by  any  remarkable  (but 
really  impossible)  concurrence  of  circumstances,  tlie  army 
and  navy  of  the  Pope  should  invade  the  country.  Hear 
now  how  the  Bishop  of  Charleston  sustains  my  declara- 
tion : — 

“ The  American  Constitution  leaves  its  citizens  in  perfect  freedon 
to  have  whom  they  please  to  regulate  their  spiritual  concerns.  But  if 
the  Pope  were  to  declare  war  against  America,  and  any  Roman  Catholic, 
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under  the  pretext  of  spiritual  obedience,  was  to  refuse  to  oppose  this 
temporal  aggressor,  he  would  deserve  to  be  punished  for  his  refusal, 
because  he  owes  to  this  country  to  maintain  its  rights ; and  spiritual 
power  does  not,  and  cannot,  destroy  the  claim  which  the  Government 
has  upon  him.  Suppose  a clergyman  of  England  were  convicted  for 
some  crime — for  instance,  Dr.  Dodd — and  he  was  ordered  for  execu- 
tion : must  the  law  be  inoperative  because  the  criminal  is  a clergyman  ? 
Think  you  that  no  one  could  be  found  in  a Roman  Catholic  country 
to  sentence,  or  to  execute  a sentence,  upon  a clergyman  who  was  a 
criminal  ? All  history  testifies  to  the  contrary.  So,  too,  does  all  history 
show  that,  upon  the  same  principle,  Catholic  Kings,  and  Princes,  and 
Peers,  and  People,  have  disobeyed  improper  mandates  of  the  See  of 
Home,  and  have  levied  and  carried  on  war  against  Popes,  and  still 
continued  members  of  the  Church. ” 

Mr.  Chairman,  I have  thus  shown  that  the  Church,  in 
the  middle  ages,  did  not  claim  for  the  Popes  the  author- 
ity to  exercise  temporal  power  over  other  sovereigns,  by 
Divine  right,  even  when  the  exercise  of  that  authority 
seemed  to  be  so  great  a blessing  to  the  people,  that  it 
would  scarcely  seem  wonderful  if  the  people  should  have 
hailed  it  as  of  Divine  origin.  And  I have  shown  that 
the  best  writers  of  the  Catholic  Church,  of  later  days, 
and  of  the  present  century,  have,  in  like  manner,  denied 
that  it  was  part  of  a Catholic’s  belief  that  the  Pope  pos- 
sesses any  power  to  depose  Kings,  or  release  subjects,  or 
to  violate  faith  with  those  who  are  or  are  not  of  the 
Catholic  Church.  I now  olfer  other  proof  that  the  Church 
sets  up  no  claim  to  such  power.  And,  before  I do  it,  I 
may  he  permitted  to  say  that,  in  the  pursuit  of  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  Catholic  Church,  it  has  been  my 
chance  to  converse  with  every  rank  and  degree  of  her 
hierarchy — Pope,  Cardinal,  Nuncio,  Archbishop,  Bishop, 
and  Priest,  and  1 never  heard  one  of  them  claim  any 
such  power,  and  never  heard  one  of  them  speak  upon  the 
subject  who  did  not  disavow  any  belief  of  its  existence. 

The  vexed  question  of  governing  Ireland,  and  of  grant- 
ing to  the  people  of  that  kingdom  a part  of  the  rights 
enjoj'ed  by  the  subjects  of  Great  Britain,  has  often  led 
the  British  Parliament  to  inquire  into  the  charges  made 
against  Roman  Catholics,  with  reference  to  the  asserted 
right  of  the  Boman  Pontiff  to  interfere  with  the  internal 
affairs  of  other  Governments. 

Three  propositions  were  prepared  and  sent  to  the  facul- 
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ties  of  the  principal  Catholic  Universities  in  France  and 
Spain ; those  of  the  University  of  Paris,  of  Douay,  of 
Louvais,  of  Acala,  of  Salamanca,  and  of  Valadolid.  1 
give  the  propositions  and  abstracts  of  the  several  answers. 

Extracts  from  the  declarations  and  testimonies  of  six 
of  the  principal  Universities  of  Europe,  on  the  three  fol- 
lowing propositions,  submitted  to  them  at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Pitt,  by  the  Catholics  of  London,  in  1789. 

THE  PROPOSITIONS. 

1.  Has  the  Pope,  or  Cardinals,  or  any  body  of  men,  or  any  individual 
of  the  Church  of  Rome,  any  civil  authority,  power,  jurisdiction,  or  pre- 
eminence whatsoever,  within  the  realm  of  England  ? 

2.  Can  the  Pope,  or  Cardinals,  or  any  body  of  men,  or  any  individual 
of  the  Church  of  Rome,  absolve  or  dispense  his  Majesty’s  subjects 
from  their  oath  of  allegiance,  upon  any  pretext  whatsoever  ? 

8.  Is  there  any  principle  in  the  tenets  of  the  Catholic  faith  by  which 
Catholics  are  justified  in  not  keeping  faith  with  heretics,  or  other  persons 
differing  from  them  in  religious  opinions,  in  any  transaction,  either  of 
a public  or  a private  nature  ? 

These  propositions,  honorable  gentlemen  will  perceive, 
are  skilfully  drawn,  and  cover  the  whole  ground  of  dis- 
pute; and  the  answer  of  every  University  addressed,  is 
spread  at  large  before  the  world.  Solemn  deliberation 
was  had  upon  the  propositions,  from  so  respectable  a 
source  as  Mr.  Pitt,  and  all  concur  in  declaring,  that  no 
man  nor  any  body  of  men,  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  how- 
ever assembled,  has  power  to  interfere  with  the  affairs 
of  other  kingdoms.  I give  the  answers. 

After  an  introduction,  according  to  the  usual  forms, 
the  sacred  faculty  of  Divinity  of  Paris,  answer  the  first 
query  by  declaring : 

Neither  the  Pope,  nor  the  Cardinals,  nor  any  body  of  men,  nor  any 
other  person  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  hath  any  civil  authority,  civil 
power,  civil  jurisdiction  or  civil  pre-eminence  whatsoever  in  any  kingdom; 
and,  consequently,  none  in  the  kingdom  of  England,  by  reason  or  virtue 
of  any  authority,  power,  jurisdiction  or  pre-eminence  by  Divine  institu- 
tion inherent  in  or  granted,  or  by  any  other  means  belonging  to  the  Pope 
or  the  Church  of  Rome.  This  doctrine,  the  sacred  faculty  of  divinity 
of  Paris  has  always  held,  and  upon  every  occasion  maintained,  and  upon 
every  occasion  has  rigidly  proscribed  the  contrary  doctrines  from  her 
schools. 

Answer  to  the  second  query. — Neither  the  Pope,  nor  the  Cardinals,  nor 
any  body  of  men,  nor  any  person  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  can,  by  virtue 
of  the  keys,  absolve  or  release  the  subjects  of  the  King  of  England  from 
their  oath  of  allegiance. 
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Thia  and  the  first  query  are  so  intimately  connected,  that  the  answer 
of  the  first  immediately  and  naturally  applied  to  the  second,  &c. 

Answer  to  the  third  query. — There  is  no  tenet  in  the  Catholic  Church 
hy  which  Catholics  are  justified  in  not  keeping  faith  with  heretics,  or 
those  who  differ  from  them  in  matters  of  religion.  The  tenet,  that  it  is 
lawful  to  break  faith  with  heretics,  is  so  repugnant  to  common  honesty 
and  the  opinions  of  Catholics,  that  there  is  nothing  of  which  those  who 
have  defended  the  Catholic  faith  against  Protestants  have  complained 
more  heavily,  than  the  malice  and  calumny  of  their  adversaries  in  imput- 
ing this  tenet  to  them,  &e.,  &c.,  &c. 

Given  at  Paris,  in  the  general  assembly  of  the  Sorbonne,  held  on 
Thursday,  the  eleventh  day  before  the  calends  of  March,  1789. 

Signed  in  due  form. 


University  of  Douay,  January  5th,  1789. 

At  the  meeting  of  the  faculity  of  Divinity  of  the  University  of 
Douay,  &c.,  &c. 

To  the  first  and  second  queries  the  sacred  faculty  answers: — That  no 
power  whatsoever,  in  civil  or  temporal  concerns,  was  given  hy  the 
Almighty,  either  to  the  Pope,  the  Cardinals  or  the  Church  herself,  and, 
consequently,  that  Kings  and  Sovereigns  are  not,  in  temporal  concerns, 
subject,  by  the  ordination  of  God,  to  any  ecclesiastical  power  whatso- 
ever ; neither  can  their  subjects,  hy  any  authority  granted  to  the  Pope 
or  the  Church  from  above,  be  freed  from  their  obedience,  or  absolved 
from  their  oath  of  allegiance. 

This  is  the  doctrine  which  the  Doctors  and  Professors  of  Divinity  hold 
and  teach  in  our  schools,  and  this  all  the  candidates  for  degrees  in 
Divinity  maintain  in  their  public  theses,  &c.,  &c. 

To  the  third  question,  the  sacred  faculty  answers : — That  there  is  no 
principle  of  the  Catholic  faith,  by  which  Catholics  are  justified  in  not 
keeping  faith  with  heretics,  who  differ  from  them  in  religious  opinions. 
On  the  contrary,  it  is  the  unanimous  doctrine  of  Catholics,  that  the 
respect  due  to  the  name  of  God,  so  called  to  witness,  requires  that  the 
oath  be  inviolably  kept,  to  whomsoever  it  is  pledged,  whether  Catholic, 
heretic  or  infidel,  &c.,  &c. 

Signed  and  sealed  in  due  form. 


UNIVERSITY  OF  LOUVAIN. 

The  faculty  of  Divinity  of  Louvain  having  been  requested  to  give 
her  opinion  upon  the  questions  above  stated,  does  it  with  readiness,  but 
struck  with  astonishment  that  such  questions  should,  at  the  end  of  this 
eighteenth  century,  be  proposed  to  any  learned  body,  by  inhabitants  of 
a kingdom  that  glories  in  the  talents  and  discernment  of  its  natives.  The 
faculty  being  assembled  for  the  above  purpose,  it  is  agreed,  with  the 
unanimous  assent  of  all  voices,  to  answer  the  first  and  second  queries 
absolutely  in  the  negative. 

The  faculty  does  not  think  it  incumbent  upon  her  in  this  place  to 
enter  upon  the  proofs  of  her  opinion,  or  to  show  how  it  is  supported  by 
passages  in  the  Holy  Scriptures,  or  the  writings  of  antiquity.  That  has 
already  been  done  hy  Bossuet,  De  Marca,  the  two  Barclays,  Goldastus, 


23 


the  PIthacuses,  Argentre  Widrington,  and  his  Majesty,  King  James  the 
First,  in  his  dissertation  against  Bellartnine  and  Du  Perron,  and  by  many 
others,  &c. 

The  faculty  then  proceeds  to  declare  that  the  sovereign  power  of  the 
State  is  in  no  wise  (not  even  indirectly,  as  it  is  termed,)  subject  to,  or 
dependent  upon  any  other  power,  though  it  be  a spiritual  power,  or  even 
though  it  be  instituted  for  eternal  salvation,  &c. 

That  no  man,  nor  any  assembly  of  men,  however  eminent  in  dignity 
and  power,  not  even  the  whole  body  of  the  Catholic  Church,  though 
assembled  in  general  council,  can,  upon  any  ground  or  pretence  whatso- 
ever, weaken  the  bond  of  union  between  the  sovereign  and  the  people ; 
still  less  can  they  absolve  or  free  their  subjects  from  their  oath  of  alle- 
giance* 

Proceeding  to  the  third  question,  the  said  faculty  of  Divinity,  (in 
perfect  wonder  that  such  a question  should  be  proposed  to  her,)  most 
positively  and  unequivocally  answers:  That  there  is  not,  and  there  never 
has  been,  among  the  Catholics,  or  in  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of 
Home,  any  law  or  principle  which  makes  it  lawful  for  Catholics  to  break 
their  faith  with  heretics,  or  others  of  a different  persuasion  from  them- 
selves, in  matters  of  religion,  either  in  public  or  private  concerns. 

The  faculty  declares  the  doctrines  of  the  Catholics  to  be,  that  the 
divine  and  natural  law,  which  makes  it  a duty  to  keep  faith  and  promises, 
is  the  same,  and  is  neither  shaken  nnr  diminished  if  those  with  whom 
the  engagement  is  made,  hold  erroneous  opinions  in  matters  of  religion, 
&c.,  &c. 

Signed  in  due  form,  on  the  18th  of  November,  1788. 

UNIVERSITY  OF  ALCALA. 

To  the  first  question,  it  is  answered  : That  none  of  the  persons  men- 
tioned in  the  proposed  question,  either  individually  or  collectively,  in 
counsel  assembled,  have  any  right  in  civil  matters ; but  that  all  civil 
power,  jurisdiction  and  pre-eminence,  are  derived  from  inheritance, 
election,  the  consent  of  the  people,  and  other  such  titles  of  that  nature. 
To  the  second,  it  is  answered  in  like  manner : That  none  of  the  persons 
above  mentioned  have  a power  to  absolve  the  subjects  of  his  Britannic 
Majesty  from  their  oaths  of  allegiance. 

To  the  third  question,  it  is  answered  : That  the  doctrine  which  would 
exempt  Catholics  from  the  obligation  of  keeping  faith  with  heretics,  or 
with  any  other  persons  who  dissent  from  them  in  matters  of  religion, 
instead  of  being  an  article  of  Catholic  faith,  is  entirely  repugnant  to  its 
tenets. 

Signed  in  the  usual  form,  March  17th,  1789. 


UNIVERSITY  OF  SALAMANCA. 

To  the  first  question,  it  is  answered  : That  neither  Pope  nor  Cardinals, 
nor  any  assembly  or  individual  of  the  Catholic  Church,  have  as  such 
any  civil  authority,  power,  jurisdiction,  or  pre-eminence  in  the  kingdom 
of  England. 

To  the  second,  it  is  answered : That  neither  Pope  nor  Cardinals,  nor 
any  assembly  or  individual  of  the  Catholic  Church,  can,  as  such,  absolve 


the  subjects  of  Great  Britain  from  their  oath  of  allegiance,  or  dispense 
with  its  obligations. 

To  the  third,  it  is  answered  : That  it  is  no  article  of  Catholic  faith, 
not  to  keep  faith  with  heretics,  or  with  persons  of  any  other  description, 
who  dissent  from  them  in  matters  of  religion. 

Signed  in  the  usual  form,  March  7,  1789. 


UNIVERSITY  OE  VALLADOLID. 

To  the  first  question,  it  is  answered  : That  neither  Pope,  Cardinals, 
or  even  a general  council,  have  any  civil  authority,  power,  jurisdiction, 
or  pre-eminence,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  the  kingdom  of  Great  Britain, 
or  over  any  other  kingdom  or  province  in  which  they  possess  no  tem- 
poral dominion. 

To  the  second,  it  is  answered  : That  neither  Pope  nor  cardinals,  nor 
even  a general  council,  can  absolve  the  subjects  of  Great  Britain  from 
their  oaths  of  allegiance  or  dispense  with  their  obligation. 

To  the  third,  it  is  answered  : That  the  obligation  of  keeping  faith 
is  grounded  on  the  law  of  nature,  which  binds  all  men  equally,  without 
respect  to  their  religious  opinions ; and  with  regard  to  Catholics,  it  is 
still  more  cogent,  as  it  is  confirmed  by  the  principles  of  their  religion. 

Signed  in  the  usual  form,  February  17,  1789. 

Can  any  thing  lie  more  explicit  than  the  responses  of 
those  Universities?  Ought  they  not  to  be  satisfactory? 
I,  perhaps  ought  to  rest  here.  Layman,  Priest,  Bishop, 
Cardinal,  and  Faculty  of  Divinity  sustain  my  assertion, 
give  a negative  response  to  every  query  that  involved  an 
implication  upon  the  patriotism  of  Catholics,  or  an  inad- 
missible claim  to  intervention  in  national  policy  by  the 
Catholic  Church. 

So  entirely  satisfied  was  the  British  Parliament  with 
these  and  similar  responses,  that  the  different  concessions 
made  to  Bom  an  Catholics  by  that  body  are  mainly  due 
to  such  testimony. 

And,  let  it  be  remembered,  that  this  was  in  Great 
Britain,  in  a British  Parliament,  where  the  members 
were  of  the  established  church,  and  also  that,  without 
special  permission,  no  man  in  that  Empire  had  a right  to 
worship  God  according  to  the  dictates  of  his  own  con- 
science, and  none,  not  acknowledging  in  the  monarcli  of 
England  (man  or  woman,  King  or  Queen,)  both  temporal 
and  spiritual  sovereignty,  could  hold  an  office  under  Go- 
vernment, or  sit  in  the  Parliament  of  the  nation. 

We,  Mr.  Chairman,  are  legislating  for  a country  where 
even  toleration  may  be  deemed  intolerant,  where  perfect 
equality  of  rights  exists  in  the  theory  of  the  Government, 
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and  where,  until  now,  no  one  has  ventured  to  manifest  a 
hostility  to  another’s  creed,  by  denying  to  him  the  right 
of  national  office,  and  of  enjoying  all  the  rights  which  full 
and  perfect  citizenship  confers. 

But  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  seems 
to  have  provided  himself  against  such  proofs  as  I have 
adduced.  He  admits  my  fealty  to  the  country,  but  de- 
nies my  adherence  to  the  Boman  Catholic  Church.  He 
admits  that  France  and  Spain  have  disclaimed  the  doc- 
trine against  which  he  speaks,  and  which  he  imputes  to 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  France  and  Spain,  the  ti- 
tles of  whose  monarchs  are  most  Christian  and  most  Ca- 
tholic ! The  honorable  gentleman  surely  cannot  be  ig- 
norant that  such  Universities — great  theological  colleges 
as  those — are  repositaries  of  records  of  faith,  and  of  the 
arguments  and  decisions  concerning  them.  But  let  us 
hear  the  honorable  gentleman  : 

“ Mr.  Banks.  I plant  myself  upon  the  ground  that  the  Pontiff  of 
Rome  has  never,  in  any  authoritative  form,  so  disavowed  the  right  to 
control  the  members  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  secular  matters. 
I know  the  universities  of  France  and  Spain  have  disclaimed  that 
power.  The  gentleman  says  that  his  Catholic  friends  have  disclaimed 
it  to  him.  So  my  Catholic  friends  have  disclaimed  it  to  me.  But  they 
have  not  the  right  to  private  opinion,  much  less  the  right  to  determine 
the  faith  of  their  church.  The  Roman  Church  has  never  disclaimed  it.” 

I pass  over  the  slur  about  private  judgment ; it  is  un- 
deserved and  might  be  retaliated.  The  honorable  gen- 
tleman  then  suspecting  that  Laymen,  Priests  and 
Bishops,  would  declare  that  the  church  had  no  such 
articles  of  faith  as  he  imputes,  and  being  informed  of 
the  existence  of  these  responses  of  the  French  and 
Spanish  Universities,  throws  himself  upon  the  Pope. 
“I  plant  myself,”  says  he,  “on  the  ground  that  the 
Pontiff  of  Rome  has  never,  in  any  authoritative  form, 
so  disavowed  the  right  to  control  the  members  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  in  secular  affairs.”  Very  well. 
He  plants  himself  on  what  he  calls  a fact.  Let  us  see 
how  he  is  sustained.  Let  us  proceed  up  from  Layman 
to  Priest,  from  Priest  to  Bishop,  from  Bishop  to  Arch- 
bishop, from  Archbishop  to  Universities.  These  are  all 
against  the  honorable  gentleman,  and,  accepting  the  in- 
vitation or  challenge  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
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setts,  let  us  plant  ourselves  upon  the  Pope  himself,  the 
Pope  and  his  conclave  of  Cardinals. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  same  circumstances  which  induced 
that  (Treat-  statesman,  Mr.  Pitt,  to  address  the  six  Catho- 
lic Universities,  led  the  Roman  Catholic  Archbishops  of 
Ireland  to  address  the  Pope  himself  on  the  subject,  and 
the  answer  was  as  clear  and  explicit  as  those  of  the  Uni- 
versities. Solemn  deliberation  was  (riven  in  the  congre- 
gat  ion  of  Cardinals,  and  the  response  was  made  in  the 
most  formal  manner,  as  declaring  the  doctrine  of  the 
Catholic  Church  on  the  subject  involved  in  the  questions. 
I copy  from  an  authentic  report: 

“ The  Roman  Catholic  Archbishops  of  Ireland,  at  their  meeting  in 
Dublin,  in  1791,  addressed  a letter  to  the  Pope,  wherein  they  described 
the  misrepresentations  that  had  been  recently  published  of  their  con- 
secration oath,  and  the  great  injury  to  the  Catholic  body  arising  from 
them.  * * * 

“After  the  deliberation  at  Rome,  the  congregation  of  Cardinals  ap- 
pointed to  superintend  the  ecclesiastical  affairs  of  these  kingdoms,  re- 
turned an  answer  (of  which  the  following  is  an  extract)  by  the  autho- 
rity and  command  of  his  holiness  : 

“ Most  Illustrious  and  most  Reverend  Lords  and  Brothers : 

“ We  perceive  from  your  late  letter,  the  great  uneasiness  you  labor 
under  since  the  publication  of  a pamphlet  entitled  The  present  > State  of 
the  Church  in  Ireland,  from  which  our  detractors  have  taken  occasion 
to  renew  the  old  calumny  against  the  Catholic  religion  with  increased 
acrimony,  namely : that  this  religion  is,  hy  no  means,  compatible  with 
the  safety  of  Kings  and  Republics  • because,  as  they  say,  the  Roman 
Pontiff  being  the  father  and  master  of  all  Catholics,  and  invested  with 
such  great  authority  that  he  can  free  the  subjects  of  other  kingdoms  from 
their  fidelity  and  oaths  of  allegiance,  to  Kings  and  Princes,  he  has  it 
in  his  power,  they  contend,  to  cause  disturbances  and  injure  the  public 
tranquillity  of  kingdoms,  with  ease.  We  wonder  that  you  could  be 
uneasy  at  these  complaints,  especially  after  your  most  excellent  brother 
and  apostolical  fellow-laborer,  the  Archbishop  of  Cashel,  and  other 
strenuous  defenders  of  the  rights  of  the  Holy  See,  had  evidently  re- 
futed and  explained  away  these  slanderous  reproaches  in  their  cele- 
brated writings.  In  this  controversy,  a most  accurate  discrimination 
should  be  made  between  the  genuine  rights  of  the  Apostolic  See,  and 
those  that  are  imputed  to  it  by  innovators  of  this  age  for  the  purpose 
of  calumniating.  The  See  of  Rome  never  taught  that  faith  is  not  to  be 
kept  with  the  heterodox  ; that  an  oath  to  Kings  separated,  jrom  the  Ca- 
tholic communion  can  be  violated ; that  it  is  lawful  for  the  Bishop  of 
Rome  to  invade  their  temporal  rights  and  dominions.  We,  too,  consider 
an  attempt  or  design  against  the  life  of  Kings  and  Princes,  even  under 
the  pretext  of  religion,  as  a horrid  and  detestable  crime. 

“At  the  very  commencement  of  the  yet  infant  Church,  blessed  Peter, 


Prince  of  the  Apostles,  instructing  the  faithful,  exhorted  them  in  these 
words  : Be  ye  subject  to  every  human  creature  for  God’s  sake,  whether 
it  be  to  the  King  as  excelling,  or  to  governors  as  sent  by  him  for  the 
punishment  of  evil  doers,  and  for  the* praise  of  the  good;  for  so  is  the 
will  of  God,  that  by  doing  well  you  may  silence  the  ignorance  of  foolish 
men.  The  Catholic  Church  being  directed  by  these  precepts,  the  most 
renowned  champions  of  the  Christian  name  replied  to  the  Gentiles, 
when  raging  against  them,  as  enemies  of  the  Empire,  with  furious 
hatred:  1 we  are  constantly  praying  (Tertullian  in  Apologet,  chap. 
XXX.)  that  all  the  Emperors  may  enjoy  long  life,  quiet  government,  a 
loyal  household,  a brave  army,  a faithful  Senate,  an  honest  people,  and 
general  tranquillity The  Bishops  of  Borne,  successors  of  Peter,  have 
not  ceased  to  inculcate  this  doctrine,  especially  to  missionaries,  lest  any 
ill  will  should  be  excited  against  the  professors  of  the  Catholic  faith  in 
the  minds  of  those  who  are  enemies  of  the  Christian  name.  We  pass 
over  the  illustrious  proofs  of  this  fact,  preserved  in  the  records  of  an- 
cient Roman  Pontiffs,  of  which  yourselves  are  not  ignorant.  We  think 
proper,  notwithstanding,  to  remind  you  of  a late  admonition  of  the  most- 
wise  Pope  Benedict  XIV.,  who,  in  his  regulations  for  the  English  mis- 
sions, which  are  likewise  applicable  to  you,  speaks  thus : 

£ The  vicars  Apostolic  are  to  take  diligent  care  that  the  missionaries  behave 
on  all  occasions  with  integrity  and  decorum,  and  thus  become  good  models  to 
others;  and  particularly  that  they  be  always  ready  to  celebrate  the  sacred 
offices,  to  communicate  proper  instructions  to  the  people,  and  to  comfort  the 
sick  with  their  assistance  ; that  they,  by  all  means,  avoid  public  assemblies  of 
idle  men  and  taverns.  * * The  vicars  themselves  are  particularly  charged  to 

punish,  in  such  manner  as  they  can,  but  severely,  all  those  who  do  not  speak  of 
the  public  government  with  respect.’ 

“ England  herself  can  witness  the  deep-rooted  impressions  such  ad- 
monitions have  made  on  the  minds  of  Catholics.  It  is  well  known  that 
in  the  late  war,  which  had  extended  to  the  greater  part-  of  America, 
when  most  flourishing  provinces,  inhabited  almost  entirely  by  persons 
separated  from  the  Catholic  Church,  had  renounced  the  Government  of 
the  King  of  Great  Britain,  the  Province  of  Canada  alone,  filled  as  it  is, 
with  almost  innumerable  Catholics,  although  artfully  tempted,  and  not 
forgetful  of  .the  French  Government,  remained  mo  t faithful  in  its  al- 
legiance to  England.  Bo  you,  most  excellent  prelate,  converse  fre- 
quently on  these  principles  ; often  remind  your  suffragant  prelates  of 
them  ; when  preaching  to  your  people,  exhort  them  again  to  honor  all 
men,  to  love  the  brotherhood,  to  fear  God,  to  honor  the  king. 

“ Those  duties  of  a Christian  are  to  he  cherished  in  every  Kingdom 
and  State,  but  particularly  of  your  own  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
where  from  the  benevolence  of  a most  wise  King,  and  other  most  ex- 
cellent rulers  of  those  Kingdoms,  towards  Catholics,  no  cruel  and  griev- 
ous burden  is  imposed,  and  the  Catholics  themselves  experience  a wise 
and  gentle  Government.  If  you  pursue  this  line  of  conduct  unani- 
mously ; if  you  act  in  the  spirit  of  charity ; if,  while  you  direct  the 
people  of  the  Lord,  you  have  nothing  in  view  but  the  salvation  of  souls, 
adversaries  will  he  ashamed,  we  repeat  it,  to  calumniate,  and  will 
freely  acknowledge  that  the  Catholic  faith  is  of  heavenly  descent,  and 
calculated,  not  only  to  procure  a blessed  life,  hut  likewise,  as  St.  Au- 
gustin observes,  in  his  one  hundred  and  thirty-eighth  letter,  addressed 
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to  Marcellinus,  to  promote  the  most  lasting  peace  of  this  earthly 
city,  inasmuch  as  it  is  the  safest  prop  and  shield  of  the  Kingdom. 

“ Let  those  who  say  (the  words  are  those  of  the  holy  doctor)  that  the  doctrine 
of  Christ  is  hostile  to  the  Republic,  produce  an  army  of  such  soldiers  as  the 
doctrine  of  Christ  has  required  ; let  them  furnish  such  inhabitants  of  provinces, 
such  husbands,  such  wives,  such  parents,  such  children,  such  masters,  such 
servants,  such  kings,  such  judges,  finally,  such  payers  of  debts,  and  collectors  of 
the  revenue,  as  the  doctrine  of  Christ  enjoins,  and  then  they  may  dare  to  assert 
that  it  is  inimical  to  the  Republic — rather  let  them  not  hesitate  to  acknowledge 
that  it  is,  when  practiced,  of  great  advantage  to  the  Republic. 

“The  same  holy  doctor,  and  all  the  other  fathers  of  the  Church,  with 
one  voice,  most  clearly  demonstrate,  by  invincible  arguments,  that  the 
whole  of  this  salutary  doctrine  cannot  exist  with  permanent  consistency 
or  stability,  or  flourish,  except  in  the  Catholic  society,  which  is  spread 
and  preserved  all  over  the  world,  by  communion  with  the  See  of  Rome, 
as  a sacred  bond  of  union,  divinely  connecting  both.  From  our  very 
high  esteem  and  affection  for  you,  we  earnestly  wish  that  the  great 
God  may  very  long  preserve  you  safe.  Farewell. 

“As  your  lordship’s  most  affectionate  brother, 

“ L.  Cardinal  Antonelli,  Prefect, 

“ A.  Archbishop  of  Aden,  Secretary. 

“ Rome,  June  23,  1791.” 

While  on  1 he  disavowal  of  the  Pope,  I may  as  well 
make  an  addition  to  assist  in  the  testimony.  The  fol- 
lowing document  was  drawn  up  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
Committee  in  Dublin,  and  published  by  them  on  the 
17th  of  March,  1792,  after  it  had  been  submitted  to  the 
archbishops  and  bishops  of  Ireland,  and  received  their 
entire  sanction.  To  give  it  greater  weight,  the  same 
instrument  was  put  into  the  form  of  an  oath,  retaining, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  very  words.  It  was  then  sub- 
mitted to  the  Pope  and  Cardinals,  who  solemnly  declared 
that  it  was  consonant  to,  and  expresssive  of,  the  Roman 
Catholic  doctrine ; and  then  it  was  taken  by  the  Catho- 
lic archbishops,  bishops,  priests  and  laity  of  Ireland. 

“ We,  the  Catholics  of  Ireland,  in  deference  to  the  opinion  of  many 
respectable  bodies  and  individuals  among  our  Protestant  brethren,  do 
hereby,  in  the  face  of  our  country,  of  all  Europe,  and  before  God,  make 
our  deliberative  and  solemn  declaration. 

“We  abjure,  disavow,  and  condemn  the  opinion,  that  Princes  ex- 
communicated by  the  Pope  and  council,  or  by  any  ecclesiastical  au- 
thority whatsoever,  may,  therefore,  be  deposed  or  murdered  by  their 
subjects,  or  by  any  persons.  We  hold  such  doctrine  in  detestation,  as 
wicked  and  impious  ; and  we  declare  that  we  do  not  believe  that  either 
the  Pope,  with  or  without  the  general  council,  or  any  prelate  or  priest, 
or  any  ecclesiastical  power  whatsoever,  can  absolve  the  subjects  of  this 
kingdom  or  any  of  them,  from  their  allegiance  to  His  Majesty  King 
George  III.,  who  is,  by  authority  of  Parliament,  the  lawful  King  of 
the  realm. 
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“ 2.  We  abjure,  condemn,  and  detest,  as  unchristian  and  impious, 
the  principle  that  it  is  lawful  to  murder  or  destroy,  or  anywise  injure  any 
person  whatsoever,  under  the  pretence  of  being  heretics  ; and  we  de- 
clare solemnly  before  God, -that  we  believe  ‘ no  act  in  itself  unjust,  im- 
moral, or  wicked,  can  ever  be  justified  or  excused,  by  or  under  the 
pretence  or  color  that  it  was  done  either  for  the  good  of  the  Church,  or 
in  obedience  to  any  ecclesiastical  power  whatsoever.’ 

3.  “We  further  declare,  that  we  hold  it  as  an  unchristian  and  impious 
principle,  that  ‘ no  faith  is  to  he  kept  with  heretics.’  This  doctrine  we 
detest  and  reprobate,  not  only  as  contrary  to  our  religion,  but  as  de- 
structive of  morality,  of  society,  and  even  of  common  honesty ; and  it 
is  our  firm  belief,  that  an  oath  made  to  any  person  not  of  the  Catholic 
religion,  is  equally  binding  as  if  it  were  made  to  any  Catholic  whatso- 
ever. 

“ 4.  We  have  been  charged  with  holding,  as  an  article  of  our  be- 
lief, that  the  Pope,  with  or  without  the  general  council,  or  that  certain 
ecclesiastical  powers  can  acquit  or  absolve  us  before  God  from  our  oaths 
of  allegiance,  or  even  from  the  just  oaths  or  contracts  entered  into  be- 
tween man  and  man. 

“ Now  we  utterly  renounce,  abjure  and  deny  that  we  hold  or  main- 
tain any  such  belief,  as  being  contrary  to  the  peace  and  happiness  of 
society,  inconsistent  with  morality,  and,  above  all,  ‘repugnant  to  the 
true  spirit  of  the  Catholic  religion.” 

Here,  then,  is  another  clear,  explicit  disavowal  on  the 
part  of  the  Pope  and  his  Cardinals  of  the  doctrine  im- 
puted to  the  church,  and  another  full  and  complete  re- 
sponse to  the  challenge  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  neither 
holds  or  inculcates  a doctrine  of  power  in  its  head  to  in- 
terfere in  the  affairs  of  temporal  Governments,  to  disturb 
the  monarch,  or  release  the  subject.  It  never  has  held 
any  such  doctrine.  It  never  has  taught  that  its  profes- 
sors were  to  be  influenced  by  its  doctrines  to  combine 
against  the  Government,  and  Catholic  citizens  have  been 
as  faithful  to  the  Government  under  which  they  lived 
as  those  of  any  other  denomination  of  Christians.  In 
this  country,  Mr.  Chairman,  where  by  the  nature  of  our 
institutions,  no  creed  is  allowed  to  be  molested,  and 
where,  by  constitutional  provision,  no  advantage  can  be 
allowed  the  professors  of  a creed  on  account  of  that  pro- 
fession, how  unjust  is  it  to  the  public,  how  cruel  to 
the  professors  of  a creed,  to  create  and  keep  alive  an  ex- 
citement which  involves  in  obloquy  a large  class  of  citi- 
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zens  invested  with  every  right  that  any  American  citi- 
zen can  claim,  who  are  able,  by  their  talents,  character, 
attainments  and  patriotism,  to  do  honor  to  the  citizenship 
which  they  are  not  allowed  to  enjoy.  I must  not  be 
told  that  “ all  the  rights  of  citizenship  are  open  to  Ca- 
tholics, when  office  is  denied.”  The  man  who  asserts 
that,  is  ignorant  of  the  first  impulse  of  republicanism — 
ignorant,  1 venture  to  say,  of  the  strongest  motives  of 
his  own  action. 

The  right  of  suffrage  is  connected  with  the  right  of 
offi  ce,  and  the  freeman’s  privilege  of  voting  for  the  man 
whom  he  would  elect,  would  be  not  worth  the  exercise, 
if  it  did  not  include  the  right  of  presenting  himself  for 
votes  for  any  office  whose  functions  are  not  beyond  his 
faculties. 

Form  a class  of  citizens,  sir,  in  this  country,  with  any 
disability  not  imposed  upon  others,  and  you  create  a 
dangerous  party  in  the  Commonwealth.  Inequality  of 
political  condition  can  only  be  maintained  in  a Republic 
where  there  is  inequality  of  mind,  talents,  and  attain- 
ment. Allow  to  any  class  in  this  country  the  right  of 
education,  the  attainment  of  wealth,  the  right  of  social 
equality,  of  suffrage,  and  it  will  not  be  long  before  that 
class  will  demand  the  boon  that  freemen  seek,  and  denial 
will  be  unsafe. 

It  is  mean,  it  is  cowardly,  as  well  as  false,  for  any  man, 
or  set  of  men,  to  assert  that,  in  combining  to  exclude  all 
Catholics  from  office,  they  do  no  more  than  exercise  the 
right  not  to  vote  for  individuals,  which  is  as  clear  as  the 
right  to  vote  for  them. 

Sir,  if  the  opposition  seen  and  felt  abroad,  and  heard 
here,  in  this  Hall,  means  anything  more  than  a miser- 
able, beggarly  appeal  to  low  prejudices,  with  a view  of 
holding  office,  it  means  that  Catholics  ought  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  all  office;  and  if  they  are,  because  they  are 
Catholics,  ineligible  to  place,  then,  those  who  assert  it 
are  bound  to  change  the  Constitution,  or  openly  violate 
its  provisions.  Will  that  be  done?  Will  they  have  cour- 
age to  do  it?  They  must  do  it  to  be  consistent.  They 
must  forbear  to  be  honest — a much  more  difficult  effort. 
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Will  that  be  done,  and  the  question  of  the  constitu- 
tional rights  settled?  or  shall  the  Catholic  Christian  hear 
himself  insulted,  as  he  has  been  more  than  once  here, 
with  the  offensive  imputation  which  I have  endeavored 
to  refute  ? Shall  the  heart  of  the  American  Catholics  be 
wounded  with  stale  rumors — rumors  revived  for  party 
action — uncredited  tales  to  their  dishonor,  or  hypotheti- 
cal charges  of  concealed  treason,  which,  while  it  ventures 
upon  no  specification,  disturbs  the  public  mind,  awakens 
slumbering  prejudices,  sharpens  religious  animosities,  and 
gives  occasion  for  the  mean,  the  ignorant,  and  the  vul- 
gar ambitious  to  rise  into  power,  by  the  combination  of 
their  own  class  with  those  who,  failing  in  other  com- 
binations, hide  their  disgrace,  and  avenge  their  former 
defeat  by  such  associations  as_  make  minorities  con- 
temptible in  themselves,  and  render  majorities  danger- 
ous to  the  Republic. 

Mr.  Chairman,  one  more  word  and  I will  close.  I 
have  fairly  and  fully  met  the  accusations  made  by  the 
honorable  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  against  the 
Church  of  which  I am  a member.  Step  after  step  he 
retreated,  until  he  had  planted  himself  on  the  Bishop  of 
Rome,  and  there  he  challenged  the  citation  of  a si  node 
disavowal  on  the  part  of  the  Pontiff,  that  he  claimed  tem- 
poral power  over  the  subjects  of  other  Governments. 
Step  bv  step  I have  followed  him,  and  concluded  the  ar- 
ray of  disavowals  by  a presentation  to  this  committee  of 
an  explicit  denial  on  the  part  of  the  Pope  that  any  such 
authority  or  right  was  claimed  by  the  Church  or  by  him. 

Mr.  Chairman,  to  the  warnings  expressed  here,  and 
the  nervous  apprehensions  expressed  abroad,  that  the 
prevalence  of  the  Catholic  religion  will  be  dangerous  to 
the  country,  I have  only  to  say,  that  we  of  this  country 
are  in  no  danger  from  Catholicity,  Episcopacy,  Calvin- 
ism, Lutheranism,  or  other  forms  of  Christianity.  Sir, 
Christianity  in  any  form  is  better  than  infidelity  and 
Atheism.  And  Atheism  is  now  at  work,  as  it  ever  has 
been  busy,  against  the  Christian  faith  and  Christian  pro- 
hibitions. It  assails  the  Roman  Catholic  first,  because 
that  creed  is  more  extensive ; and  without  considering 
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the  evil  which  each  is  doing  to  religion,  Christian  men 
are  yielding  themselves,  unconsciously,  co-workers  with 
infidelity  by  their  active  hostility  to  each  other. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  this  country  is  to  fall  by  any  other 
means  than  ordinary  decay  or  local  convulsions,  it  is  not 
Catholic  Christianity, nor  the  Christianity  of  Geneva, Rome 
Scotland,  England,  that  will  produce  the  ruin.  The  mis- 
chief will  be  wrought  by  infidelity;  sapping  first  the  confi- 
dence of  the  people  in  each  other,  undermining  the  foun- 
dations of  Christian  charity,  breaking  the  bonds  of  social 
life,  relaxing  the  ties  of  moral  obligations,  setting  creeds 
in  hostile  attitudes,  till  there  is  nothing  left  for  hostility; 
and  bringing  down  the  whole  scheme  of  domestic,  so- 
cial,  and  political  life  to  the  plans  and  ends  of  socialists 
and  atheists,  who  laugh  at  the  existence  of  a God,  and 
seek  their  triumphs  in  the  obliteration  of  the  doctrines 
and  teachings  of  Christ. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I have  forborne  to-day  all  retaliatory 
imputations,  all  irritating  comparisons,  and  confined  my- 
self to  a refutation  of  charges  made  against  men  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  creed.  I have  not  sought  this  contest,  but, 
for  the  sake  of  honor,  of  truth,  of  myself  and  my  co-reli- 
gionists,  for  the  sake  of  the  institutions  and  the  Constitu- 
tion of  my  country,  I could  not  decline  it.  I have  evaded 
no  point,  nor  attempted  to  darken  counsel.  I have  met  the 
charge  fairly,  candidly,  and  truthfully.  I have  dealt  in 
no  street  rumors.  I have  confided  in  no  idle  gossip.  I 
have  adduced  no  testimony  not  of  my  own  knowledge, 
or  from  those  who  are  authorized  to  speak  to  the  ques- 
tion at  issue,  and  with  reference  thereto,  with  my  hand 
upon  my  heart,  and  my  eye  on  Heaven,  I call  this  House, 
and  (I  speak  with  reverence)  1 call  my  God  to  witness 
the  truth  of  all  the  assertions  made  from  my  own  convic- 
tions and  knowledge,  and  my  entire  confidence  in  the 
credibility  of  all  the  testimony  which  I have  adduced 
f tir  ■*  i4  hers.  . ^ 
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the  evil  which  each  is  doing  to  religion,  Christian  men 
are  yielding  themselves,  unconsciously,  co-workers  with 
infidelity  by  tlieir  active  hostility  to  each  other. 

and  the  -lan- 


rume  wUl”be  transa<itcuof  mriteria.1,  and  the 

Pennsylvania,  or,  if  deS  ‘]>e  city  of  Philadelphia,  State  of 
States;  that  the  names  ofd  advisable,  iu  any  of  tne  other 

arc  JOHN  HENRY  LEWi.#eue.raJ,  f’£rjtn*I?nJan:v  SlJ? 
of  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  a§  aud  DAVID  COUPON,  fiofcn 
TIAN  E.  SPANGLER,  of  thlhe  special  partner  is  CGRIa- 
eial  partner  has  contribnted  to  t\me  th|  8a.'d  “P®* 

the  sum  of  ten  thousand  dollars,  capital  stock  of  said  firm 
i faith  been  paid  in  cash.  The^!?*1  uas  actually  and  in 

on  the  first  day  of  January,  A1.  Plr  55J=mP,!!!  *® 

V tho  ci.su  i f 18o5;  and  13  to  ter- 


good 

SSS."«  to  A*y  ls^R*id  * to  ter 

JOHN  HENBi’1*®--, 
DAVID  CORBd'EWAHS’ 
CHi^Is  a IAN  Li  ^ 1 not  s’P 
Phil  a.,  Dec.  30th,  1851.  ANGLER. 

. jan  1-bw*. 


OTICE.—  The  Subscribers 


6T1-  • 

. tered  into  a Copartnership  under  the  proviso  _ t>,„ 

••Act  of  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  rb®2L-„® 
Limited  Partnerships, ” under  the  firm  of  HENiv  y 
STANDBRIDGE,  for  transacting  a general  Hardware  ..  •* 
ness  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia— HENRY  T.  STANDBRIDto 
being  the  General  Partner,  and  .HENRY  L.  ELDER  bein', 
the  Special  Partner,  who  has  contributed  to  the  common 
stock  Five  Thousand  Dollars  in  cash,  both  Partners  residing 
in  the  city  of  Philadelphia.  The  Copartnership  commences 
on  the  first  day  of  January,  1855,  and  terminates  on  the 
31st  day  of  December,  1857. 

HENRY  T.  STANDBR1DGE, 

General  Partner. 

HENRY  L.  ELDER, 

Special  Partner, 
jan  1 — law6t§ 


January  1, 1865. 


AT  OTICE  OF  LIMITED  PARTNER- 

1 \ SHIP. — We  the  Subscribers  have  this  day  entered  into 


a limited  Partnership,  agreeably  to  the  Act  of  Assembly  in 
such  case  inade  and  provided. 

The  said  partnership  is  to  be  conducted  under  the  name  or 
firm  of  HATCH  k BROTHER,  and  the  general  nature  of 
the  business  of  said  firm  is  buying,  selling,  and  dealing  in 
HARDWARE,  &c.,  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia. 

The  general  partners  of  said  firm  are  EDWIN  D.  HATCH 
and  CHARLES  P.  HATCH,  brothers,  and  the  Special 
partner  is  EDWARD  HATCH, all  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia, 
and  the  amount  contributed  by  the  said  special  partner,  is 
Four  Thousand  Dollars  in  cash. 

The  said  Partnership  is  to  commence  on  the  fifteenth  day  of 
January,  A.  D..  1855,  and  terminate  on  the  Fourteenth  day 
of  January,  A.  D.,  1858. 

EDWIN  D..  HATCH, 
CHARLES  P.  H ATCH, 
EDWARD  HATCH, 

Philadelphia,  1855.  jalfituthus  6w§ 


nPHE  LIMITED  PARTNERSHIP 

B heretofore  existin'-'  between  B.  JANNEY  ALTER  and 
WM.  G.  WILLISTON,  general  partners,  and  BENJAMIN 
S.  JANNEY,  special  partner,  under  the  firm  of  ALTER  & 
WILLISTON,  is  this  day  dissolved,  owing  to  the  decease  of 
B.  JaNNEY  ALTER. 

SOLOMON  ALTER, 

Administrator  to  the  Estate  of  B.  Janney  Alter,  dec’d. 

W,M.  G.  WILLISTON, 
EENJ.  S.  JANNEY. 

Philadelphia,  Jan.  1,  1355. 


LIMITED  PARTNERSHIP  NOTICE.— The  Subscribers 
have  entered  into  partnership  under  the  provisions  of  the 
“Act  of  Assembly  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  respecting  Li- 
mited Partnership,”  under  the  firm  of  ALTER  k WILLIS- 
TON, for  the  transaction  of  the  Wholesale  Grocery,  Tea  and 
Liquor  business  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia — SOLOMON  AL- 
TER and  WM.  G.  WILLISTON  being  the  general  partners, 
and  BENJ.  S.  JANNEY,  M.D.  being  the  special  partner, who 
has5 contribnted  to  the  common^stock  Ten  Thousand  Dollars  In 
.all  the  partners  residing  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia. 
The  Copaj. tiiers hip  commences  on  the  first  day  of  January, 
1855,  and  terminates  on  the  31st  day  cf  Dfccembe*^  1K57. 

SOLOMON  ALTER,  H 
WM.  G.  WILLISTON, 

General  Partners. 
BENJ.  S.  JANNEY,  * 

Special  Partner. 

January  1st,  1855. jan  2— Gw§ 


UiluR. — John  Du  r bo  row  and  Henry 

. EARLE,  of  this  citr,  r.nd  ALBERT  GARDNER  and 

GODFREY  W.  STE  INIS  RENNER,  of  New  York,  are  this 


day  admitted  to  an  interest  in  our  business. 

E.  M.  DAVIS  & CO.. 


Jan.  24th,  1855. 
Feb.  7tb,  1855. 
Feb.  21st,  1855. 
March  7th,  1855. 


1854. 

1855. 


Dec.  30th, 

Jan,  13th, 

Jan.  27  th,  1855, 
Feb’y  10th,  1855. 
Feb’y  24th.  1855. 


Tliese  ships  have  been  built  by  contract  , expressly  for  Go- 
vernment servive,  every  care  has  b$en  taken  in  thtir  con- 
struction, as  also  in  their  engines,  to  ensure  strength  and 
speed , and  their  accommodations  for  as9engers  are  une- 
qualled for  elegance  and  comfort. 

Price  of  passage  from  New  York  to  Liverpool,  $130;  exoluJ 
give  u6e  of  extra  size  state  rooms,  $325;  in  second  cabin  froH 
Liverpool  to  New  York  30  and  20  guineas. 

An  experienced  Surgeon  attached  to  each  Ship. 

No  Berth  secured  until  paid  for. 

The  owners  of  these  ships  will  not  be  accountable  for  gold, 
sliver,  bullion,  specie,  jewelry,  precious  stones,  unless  bills  cl 
lading  are  signed  therefor,  and  the  value  thereof,  therein  ex- 

^For  freight  or  passage,  apply  to  EDWARD  X.  COLLJN8# 
56  Wall  street,  New  York,  or  to  BROWN,  SHIPLEY  & Co.. 
Liverpool ; STEPHEN  KENNARD  & RO,  27  Austin  Frois, 
London;  B.  G WAIN  WRIGHT  & Co,  Paris,  GEORGE  H. 
DRAPER,  Havre.  dlg 


GLASGOW  and  NEW  YORK 


v-  Steamship  Company.  , 

The  new  and  powerful  Steamships  NEW  YORK,  2400  tons, 
rm  500  borse  power,  Robert  Craiir,  Commander;  and  the 
GLASGOW,  1962  tons  and  400  horse  power,  W.  Gumming, 
Comu^nder,  (in  six  water  tight  compartments)  built  expressly 
for  the  trade  between  New  Yolk  and  Glasgow,  will  sail  as 
under,  vis 

FROM  NEW  YORK. 

Glasgow,  Saturday,  20th  January,  at  12  o’clock,  noon. 
PASSAGE  MONEY. 

First  Cabin,  Saloon  State  Rooms,  steward’s  fee  included,  $90 
First  Cabin,  (Midship  Rooms,)  do  do  $75 

THIRD  CLASS. 

A limited  number  of  third  class  passengers  will  be  taken, 
cu^pUed  rrAviBioa»  of  good  qaality,  properly  cooked  at  $30 
Carries  a surgeon. 

For  freight  or  passage,  apply  to 

d29-tf§  J.  M’SYMON,  33  Broadway. 

New  York  City  bills  or  gold  only  received  for  passage. 


FOR  BOSTON — Steamship 


LINE— From  Fine  street  wharf  on  Saturday  Fab. 
at  10  o’clock  A,  M. 


Steamship  CITY  OF  BOSTON,  Capt.  Baker,  from  Phila- 
delphia on  Saturday  Feb.  10th,  at  10  A.  M.' 

Stcamehip  CITY  OF  NEW  YORK,  te’apt.  Matthews,  from 
Boston  same  day  at  5 P.  M. 

These  new  and  double  engine  Steamships  form  a regular  line 
sailing  punctually  as  above. 

Insurance  can  be  made  at  one-half  the  usual  premium  by 

sailing  packets. 

Freight  taken  at  fair  rates. 

Shippers  will  please  send  bills  of  lading  with  their  goods. 
For  freight  or  passage,  apply  to 

fe3  HENRY  WINSOR,  No  81  South  wharves. 


FOR  NEW  YORK — Despatch 

AND  SWIFTSURE  LINES — Via  and  Delaware 
and  Raritan  Canal — Through  in  24  hours. 

Two  of  the  Steamers  of  these  Liues  will  leave  the  third 


wharf  below  Walnut  street  every  other  day,  Sundays  exoept- 
ed,  at  12  o’clock  M.  and  5 o’clock,  P.  M. 

All  kinds  of  freight  taken  at  the  lowest  rates. 

Merchandize  destined  beyond  New  York,  will  be  forwarded 
with  promptness  and  despatch,  free  of  commission. 

The  Despatch  Line  in  connection  with  the  COMMERCIAL 
LINE  of  Steam  Propellers  from  New  York  to  PROVIDENCE 
will  receipt  for  Freight  through  to  PROVIDENCE,  WOR- 
CESTER and  BOSTON,  at  low  rates,  leaving  daily  at  12  M. 


For  terms,  & c.  apply  to 
WM.  M. 


f2g 


BAIRD  k CO.,  53  South  Wharves. 


FOR  GALVESTON,  TEXAS— 

Js^SdsiStar  Line  from  New  York — With  Despatch — Freight 
4 cents  per  foot — TKe  new  regular  coppered  packet  Barque 
HOUSTON,  McGee,  master,  is  now  loading  and  will  sail  as 
above.  For  freight  or  passage,  hayira;  splendid  accommoda- 
tions, apply  to  JAIVHES  R.  SMITH,  Jr, 

j20 33  Walnut  street,  up  stairs. 


FOR  SAN  FRANCISCO— The 

^^aClipper  Ship  MONSOON,  will  have  quick  despatah 
from  New  York  for  the  above  port.  The  M.  is  a very  superior 
and  fast  ship.  For  freight,  which  will  be  taken  at  low  rates, 
apply  to  WORKM  AN  & CO, 

i29  81  South  Front  1 


a 


